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THE MERCHANT MARINE 

Senator Jones, of Washington, chairman of the 
Senate merchant marine committee, after a conference 
with President Coolidge this week, declared in favor of 
keeping the American merchant marine afloat and in- 
sisted that if it were necessary to accomplish this the 
government must continue to operate the fleet and pro- 
vide additional funds for replacement. This announce- 
ment followed an exposition of the administration mer- 
chant marine policy made last week, in which President 
Coolidge’s position was defined as opposed to further 
expenditure of any government funds for replacement of 
merchant vessels. 

President Coolidge desires ie see the government 
retire from the operation of the merchant fleet if the 
ships can be disposed of to private concerns that will 
operate them over present trade routes. In this connec- 
tion he recalled that the government had lost more than 


$3,000,000,000 in the operation of the ships. 


Senator Jones, who is author of the law for the sale 
of the merchant ships, said American shipping men were 
not disposed to buy the government ships and agree to 
operate them and, therefore, if the United States was 
to continue to compete for world trade it must run its 
own merchant ships even if at a loss. He believes that 
it would be unwise to allow the nation to return to a 
basis where the foreign bottoms would carry American 
goods. 

“I favor anything that will keep the American mer- 
chant fleet on the seas,” he said on leaving the President. 
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“T am in agreement with his policy that the government 
should get out of business, but not that the United States 
should get off the seas. It appears to me now that unless 
we continue to operate the ships that is what will happen. 
Other plans of placing the American shipping on a parity 
with foreign shipping by a subsidy such as exists in 
most countries has failed to enlist the support of Con- 
gress. It appears that we can do nothing through a 
subsidy to help private concerns engaged in shipping. 
Therefore, the situation is plain to me the government 
must continue to operate the ships and vast sums must 
be expended to keep our fleet abreast of competition. 
I am in entire agreement with Rear Admiral Jones and 
Representative Martin B. Madden that the next congress 
authorize the expenditure of a large appropriation to 
replace obsolete ships.” 

We have here what may mean a serious difference 
between the President and the chairman of the Senate 
committee, or it may be a difference that will be ironed 
out. Anyway, we think Senator Jones is making an 
unwarranted concession to the objection in Congress to 
a ship subsidy. If he sincerely believes that an American 
merchant marine should be maintained at all costs and 
that it is impossible to obtain an endorsement of a sub- 
sidy policy by Congress, then, perhaps, his position is 
logical and business-like, but we do not think his 
premises ought to be admitted at this time. 

We are firmly of the opinion that the government 
ought to get out of the shipping business, subsidy or no 
subsidy, marine or no marine. It never should or would 
have got into it except because of the exigencies of the 
war. With the war over, its necessities ought to be 
treated as if they had never existed. We do not agree 
with those who insist that a merchant marine must be 
maintained, no matter at what cost, and that the prob- 
lem is merely to find some method of insuring that it 
will be maintained. We think the logical procedure is to 
adopt sound business policies and then, if an American 
merchant marine cannot live under those policies, we 
shall have to get along without it. The only strong 
argument for an American merchant-marine at any cost 
that we have been able to comprehend.is that furnished 
by the possibility of war, and that we do not consider 
strong enough to justify unbusiness-like measures.. But, 
as between continued government operation and private 
ownership assisted by subsidy, we are unhesitatingly for 
subsidy, much as we dislike it.. We think those who are 
guiding thought and proposing legislation in this matter 
should take that ground instead of making concessions 
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to the opposition. It has been said that a thing is not 
settled until it is settled right, and of nothing is this 
more true than of the merchant marine problem. 


AIR TRANSPORT 


Septembee first marked the beginning of a new phase 
of transportation—transport of express matter through 
the air. We had already witnessed the establishment of 
an air mail service that was efficient and reliable and here 
and there was an air line that transported passengers 
and now and then a piece of freight, but until now there 
has been no established and regular service for express 
traffic, nor, for that matter, for passenger traffic; but the 
new express lines will carry passengers also, with the 
mails, the government having “farmed out” this carriage 
contract to private air transport companies, as the ex- 
press company has done. 

The new service fills a need for rapid transport, not 
only in emergency cases but in some regular business, 
as, for instance, banking documents. It will replace some 
of the express business that has moved by railroad and 
will get its new business by competing with the govern- 
ment mail. The railroads will not suffer, for the express 
company carries this air business with their consent and 
cooperation and in accordance with its contracts with 
them. It takes no financial risks, as we understand the 
matter, the contractors furnishing all the equipment and 
paying all expenses, taking seventy-five per cent of the 
profits, if any. The express company’s twenty-five per 
cent, as we understand it, is handled just as if it came 
from business carried by the railroads between the 
points concerned. 


This is real progress in commercial aviation. It is 
a service to the public and a benefit to those putting up 
the money. It is a new business that justifies itself. 
We have no doubt it will prove profitable and beneficial. 
There is no reason why it should not prove as reliable 
as the government air mail has proved. Business has 
profited greatly by that mail service. 


We have not the same sympathy for the trials that 
are being made now almost daily, since Lindbergh made 
his hole in one, by venturesome spirits to cross the 
trackless oceans and unknown expanses of land. Admir- 
able as their courage is, viewed as mere courage, it 
serves no useful purpose, as we see it, except that, per- 
haps, it is “making America air minded,” which, of 
course, is merely incidental to the attempts of the flyers. 
They are influenced by desire to advertise a community, 
to win a money prize, or by the mere spirit of adventure. 
They risk their lives foolishly and uselessly. They 
ought to be suppressed instead of encouraged. Their 
motives, perhaps, are no lower than the motives that 
have, at least in part, influenced pioneering in other lines, 
but the point is that their pioneering is practically use- 
less at this stage of the game. They are doing nothing 
and proving nothing of value that could not be done and 
Proved by flying over known land where the danger is 
confined to that always present in this mode of transpor- 
tation and not increased tremendously by the probability 
of having to alight in the sea or in unknown and barren 
country. Transportation by air over land, where it can 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





507 








serve some useful purpose, has not yet been so perfected 
and commercially extended that there need be such risks 
taken to fly over the ocean. This thing of air ships 
starting on a race of several thousand miles over water, 
with no landing places, for a money prize, and then 
ordering out a large part of the navy to find the missing 
flyers, after they are lost, would be a joke if it were not 
such a tragedy. If trans-oceanic flying must be done 
for military reasons, then let the army and the navy do 
it, as they do other dangerous things, for the glory of 
their flag. But this “stunt” flying to almost certain 
death ought to be stopped. Because a man is willing to 
leap from the top of a tall building in the hope of getting 
many thousand dollars if he comes down alive, is no 
reason why the police should let him try it. They do not 
let him jump from Brooklyn Bridge or go over Niagara 
Falls in a barrel, if they can help it. Neither ought they 
to allow him to start across the ocean in an airplane. 
One is about as dangerous as the other—and about as 
useless. 





NEW DECISION IMPORTANT 


(Railroad Data) 


Despite the fact that their freight traffic increased 3 per 
cent in the first six months of 1927 over the same period in 
1926, American railroads earned barely 4% per cent upon their 
investment. Higher wages granted various classes of railway 
employes, and steady increases in taxes were important factors 
in bringing about this result. 

Almost coincident with the determination of these figures, 
the Interstate Commerce Commission ordered a reduction in 
rates of approximately 8 per cent on perishable fruits from 
California to various destinations. 

The Commission in 1925 found these rates were not unrea- 
sonable. Later, however, Congress passed the so-called “Hoch- 
Smith resolution” directing the Commission, with due regard 
“to the maintenance of an adequate system of transportation” 
to investigate and “effect with the least practicable delay such 
lawful changes in the rate structure of the country as will per- 
mit the freedom of movement by common carriers of the prod- 
ucts of agriculture including live stock, at the lowest 
possible rates compatible with the mairitenance of adequate trans- 
portation service.” , 

In its latest decision, a majority of the Commission declared 
that “the resolution is, in effect, a direction to us to give agri- 


‘cultural commodities affected by depression the lowest rates that 


it is possible to give without running counter to the provisions 
of the interstate commerce act and the carriers’ rights under the 
Constitution.” 

The total 1926 traffic involved in this decision was 1,053,755 
tons, or 75,083 cars. 


GOVERNMENT TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT 


Comment has been made on the statement appearing in 
The Traffic World of August 13, page 372, to the effect that 
it was not until a few years ago that the federal government 
established a traffic organization, the reference having’ been 
to the creation of the Federal Traffic Board in 1921... The 
statement was based on official documents indicating, not that 
the government before 1921 had no facilities for handling mat- 
ters relating to its traffic, but that, in the broad sense in 
which the words “traffic department” have come to be used, 
the government did not have such a department with juris- 
diction over all traffic of the federal government. 

In a report of the chairman of the Federal Traffic Board, 
December 31, 1921, the following appears: 

For some time previous to October 1, 1921, a traffic expert, 
under the @irection of the director of the bureau of the budget, made 
a careful study into traffic conditions in the government bureaus and 
departments. As a result of this study it was determined by the di- 
rector to establish a federal traffic board. which was to be charged 
with the effecting of economies possible by reason of concentration 
under one head of the coordination of all government traffic. 


When Vice-President Charles G. Dawes was director of 
the bureau of the budget, he transmitted a report to the 
President, under date of February 1, 1922, in which he said: 


The systematization of the freight and traffic of the government 
of the United States, involving probably a sum of about $200,000,000 
per year and great potential savings, requires in the officer charged 
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with the work the broadest perspective, and at the same time the 
most careful attention to detail. 


H. C. Smither, chief coordinator, general supply, in a re- 
port to the director of the bureau of the budget, December 31, 
1921, said: 


Federal Traffic Board.—It has been estimated traffic ex- 
perts qualified to express a technical opinion of value that no single 
source of wastage in the government business offers so great an 
opportunity for the saving of government moneys as does that, of 
traffic. Under the chairmanship of Commander C. G. Mayo the ef- 
forts of the traffic board were early productive of effective results. 
Incidents of flagrant wastage as they appear in the records of the 
rate board of the Comptroller General’s office could be cited page 
upon page. The causes which led to these wastages have been 
the subject of consideration by the traffic board since its inception. 
In the brief period of two months during which it has been in ex- 
istence it has brought about the establishment of traffic departments 
in three of the principal departments of government, has adopted 
policies and initiated the necessary steps for carrying them out that 
when fully effectuated will be the means of saving to the govern- 
ment many hundreds of thousands of dollars annually. Expert an- 
alysis of traffic costs of the past fiscal year, aggregating over $200,- 
000,000, indicate unnecessary losses to the government, due to faulty 
classification and other causes, variously estimated at from ten to 
fifty million dollars. It is this wastage the traffic board aims to 
eliminate. It has effected a renewal of the equalization agreements 
of the railroads of the southeastern territory of the United States, 
and has brought into a closer relationship and greater harmony all 
the traffic personnel of the various governmental departments. It 
has already accomplished direct savings in the sum of $73,000 and 
indeterminate savings estimated in excess of this amount. 


In a report of the director of the bureau of the budget 
December 5, 1921, the following appears: 


The overlapping of service and duplication of effort are nowhere 
more apparent than in the conduct of the traffic business of the 
government. The expert, Mr. R. C. Caples, who examined this situa- 
tion for the director of the budget, estimates that the government’s 
transportation bill annually. is approximately $200,000,000. In the 
present situation no attention is given to the proper classification of 
articles shipped by the United States, and government classification 
is out of line with commercial business. Government property should 
be relisted under commercial names. Raw materials should be billed 
out as raw materials and not as finished products. The classification 
committees of the railroads in specifying rates applicable to the 
thousands of articles listed in the classification have given the gov- 
ernment little or no consideration as to the volume or nature of its 
business. The savings to be effected through proper handling of the 
gZovernment’s traffic, including reclassification, the correct routing of 
its business, and a reduction in number of the various rate groups and 
departmental traffic departments, is difficult to compute, but should 
be very large. 


The Federal Traffic Board is estaWMished under the chief coordi- 

nator, general supply. Its activities are directed by its chairman, 
under the title of coordinator for traffic, who shall, under the general 
direction of the chief coordinator for general supply, select the 
‘committees for the board and direct the time and place for their 
meetings. The head of each department and establishment making 
shipments from time to time shall designate one representative to 
serve as a member of the board. The classification of commodities 
and the instructions governing shipments and methods of settling 
transportation accounts, approved by the coordinator for traffic, 
shall, as far as applicable and in conformity with law, be binding 
upon and govern all departments, bureaus, agencies, and offices of 
the government in all shipments made by them. All questions 
ertaining to the classification of materials, or terminal switch- 
ng, freight rates, etc., which require the application of remedial 
measures, will be submitted to the coordinator for traffic either 
for adjustment with the classification committees representing 
the carrier or for the presentation of a complaint with the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission. The decision of the chief coordi- 
nator, general supply, shall be final in the event of disagreement as 
to classifications, instructions governing shipments, and methods of 
settling transportation accounts, subject only to an appeal to the head 
of the department concerned. 


In a report of the chairman of the Federal Traffic Board 
for the period January 1 to June 30, 1922, the following ap- 
peared with respect to settlement of accounts involving land- 
grant deductions: 


The present method indicates that three sets of figures are in use 
in connection with this work—one by the carriers, one 4 the gov- 
ernment department making the payment, and one by the General 
Accounting Office. In many cases these figures do not agree, result- 
ing in numerous differences and suspensions on account thereof, 
involving a great deal of correspondence and the withholding of 
moneys by the government against the accounts of the carriers. 
With one agreed set of formule showing the correct deduction on 
account of land-grant, the carriers and the government will each 
be able accurately to figure the net cost of a government movement, 
where land-grant is involved, at the time shipment is made. It will 
enable the carriers to maintain better records of revenue and will 
enable the government more properly to supervise the expenditure 
of its freight appropriations. pon the completion of formule cov- 
ering all possible routes where land-grant deductions are involved, 
this _— be tantamount to placing a flat rate on all government ship- 
ments, 


The Federal Traffic Board is one of several coordinating 
agencies established by the President through the Bureau of 
the Budget “for the imposition of unified methods in the ordi- 
nary business of the government,” according to a report to 
the President by the director of the bureau of the budget 
dated December 5, 1921. Excerpts from this report follow: 


These coordinating agencies established by the executive are for 
the sole purpose of enabling the President in matters of routine 
business to so coordinate the activities of the different departments 
and establishments as will insure the most efficient and economical 
expenditure of the money e~ ay by Congress. . . If they are 

kept in existence there will be an immediate reversion to the 
demoralizing lack of coordination among the independent depart- 
ments and establishments which has obtained in the governmental 
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business administration in the past . .. They are concerned, as is 
the director of the budget, with a bird’s-eye view of the government 
business situation and with the doing of business in terms of a 
single government and its interests as distinguished from, but con. 
sistent with, the interests of the separate departments and estab- 
lishments. These great coordinating agencies have already ef- 
fected large savings in government business administration. They 
have prevented the absurd duplication and competition existing among 
the departments and establishments. . . They enable the government 
to transact routine business with the advantages enjoyed by private 
business organizations, and prevent its spoliation, made easy by the 
former ignorance and indifference on the part of a department of 
the business status and transactions of another. Through their 
agency the routine business of the government, for the first time, 
is being conducted along sound business principles. 


REVENUE FREIGHT LOADING 


Revenue freight loaded the week ended August 20 totaled 
1,066,636 cars, according to reports filed by the carriers with the 
car service division of the American Railway Association. This 
was an increase of 17,356 cars above the preceding week this 
year, increases being reported in the total loading of all com. 
modities except coke. Compared with the corresponding week 
last year, the total was a decrease of 14,867 cars as well as a 
decrease of 13,359 cars under the corresponding week in 1925. 

Revenue freight loaded by districts the week ended August 
20 and for the corresponding period of 1926 was reported as 
follows: 


Eastern district: Grain and grain products, 9,231 and 9,079; live 
stock, 2,846 and 2,658; coal, 39,726 and 45,616; coke, 2,411 and 3,000; 
forest products, 5,432 and 4,894; ore, 5,956 and 7,425; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 69,730 and 68,728; miscellaneous, 108,471 and 107,910; total, 
1927, 243,803; 1926, 249,328; 1925, 255,258. 

Allegheny district: Grain and grain products, 4,219 and 4,355; live 
stock, 2,775 and 2,484; coal, 41,016 and 46,586; coke, 4,259 and 5,159; 
forest products, 3,295 and 3,345; ore, 12,663 and 14,771: merchandise, 
L. C. L., 56,387 and 55,524; miscellaneous, 91,518 and 85,639; total, 1927, 
216,132; 1926, 217,863; 1925, 217,545. 

Pocahontas district: Grain and grain products, 278 and 278; live 
stock, 285 and 249; coal, 45,561 and 42,537; coke, 364 and 524; forest 
products, 2,245 and 1,738; ore, 115 and 98; merchandise, L. C. L, 
7,564 and 17,377; miscellaneous, 6,539 and 5,855; total, 1927, 62,951; 
1526, 58,656; 1925, 55,660. 

Southern district: Grain and grain ia 3,991 and 3,698; 
live stock, 1,859 and 1,651; coal, 28,484 and 25,720; coke, 597 and 813; 
forest ee 22,005 and 22,728; ore, 1,184 and 1,377; merchandise, 
L. C. L., 41,240 and 41,383; miscellaneous, 52,769 and 52,019; total, 
1927, 152,129; 1926, 149,395; 1925, 151,220. 

Northwestern district: Grain and grain products, 14,639 and 
11,680; live stock, 7,331 and 8,466; coal, 6,403 and 6,333; coke, 1,250 
and 1,378; forest a meee 15,779 and 14,873; ore, 39,369 and 47,127; 
merchandise, L. C. L., 34,489 and 33,958; miscellaneous, 44,698 and 
44,701; total, 1927, 163,958; 1926, 168,516; 1925, 166,441. 

Central Western district: Grain and grain products, 16,518 and 
16,895; live stock, 11,002 and 11,448; coal, 8,627 and 14,027; coke, 326 
and 353; forest products, 11,638 and 12,164; ore, 3,497 and 3,759; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 34,738 and 35,768; miscellaneous, 64,226 and 64,786; 
total, 1937, 150,572; 1926, 159,200; 1925, 152,717. 

Southwestern district: Grain and grain products, 5,080 and 4,871; 
live stock, 3,444 and 2,932; coal, 3,741 and 4,902; coke, 177 and 144; 
forest products, 8,890 and 10,452; ore, 526 and 505; merchandise, L. 
C. L., 17,102 and 17,668; miscellaneous, 38,131 and 37,071; total, 1927, 
77,091; 1926, 78,545; 1925, 81,154. 

Total, all roads: Grain and grain products, 53,956 and 50,874; live 
stock, 29,542 and 29,888; coal, 173,558 and 185 721; coke, 9,384 and 
11,377; forest products, 69,284 and 70,194; ore, 63,310 and 75,062; mer- 
chandise, L. C. L., 261,250 and 260,406; miscellaneous, 466,352 and 
397,981; total, 1927, 1,066,636; 1926, 1,081,508; 1925, 1,079,995. 


Loading of revenue freight this year, compared with the 
two previous years, follows: 





1927 1926 1925 

Five weeks in January......... 4,524,749 4,428,256 4,456,949 
Four weeks in February........ 3,823,931 3,677,332 3,623,047 
Four weeks in March........... 4,016,395 3,877,397 3,702,413 
Five weeks in April............. 4,890,749 4,791,006 4,710,903 
Four weeks in May............- 4,096,742 ,145,820 3,869,306 
Four weeks in June............ 3,974,160 4,089,340 3,965,872 
Five weeks in July............. 4,935,397 5,213,759 4,945,091 
Week ended August 6.......... 1,024,218 1,075,392 1,052,518 
Week ended August 13.......... 1,049,280 1,102,660 1,064,476 
Week ended August 20......... 1,066,636 1,081,503 1,079,995 

WOE sa Saheb ncteecmes 33,402,257 $3,482,465 32,470,570 


FAST MOVEMENT OF RADIATORS 


Fast time in freight movement was a factor in the first for- 
eign shipment of products manufactured at the Springfield, Ill. 
plant of the American Radiator Company when a consignment 
of refrigerator sections to Shanghai, China, was shipped to New 
York City, and placed aboard ship in less than three days. 

The American Radiator Company had a rush order on re 
frigerator sections for export to Shanghai, with the latest pos 
sible date of shipment from New York via S. S. President Har- 
rison scheduled to sail at noon, Thursday, July 21. By forcing 
the plant to the limit the earliest time the company could com- 
plete the manufacture of the sections was early Monday mort 
ing, with Sunday work included. 

Gray I. Morriss, manager of the local plant, enlisted the aid 
of M. G. Clark, division freight agent of the Wabash railroad, who 
routed the shipment and gave it his personal attention. 

The shipment left Springfield at 1:45 p. m. Monday, July 18 
moving via the Wabash and the Delaware, Lackawanna and 
Western railroads, and arrived at the pier in New York at 6:55 
a. m., Thursday, July 21, in time to be properly loaded before the 
steamer sailed. 
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SUGAR AND CANNED GOODS 


In a mimeographed report by division 4, written by Com- 
missioner Eastman, in No. 16796, McClintock-Trunkey Company 
et al. vs. McCormick Steamship Company et al., embracing also 
No. 17562, Board of Railroad Commissioners of the State of 
Montana et al. vs. Bay Transport Company et al., the Commis- 
sion has found rates on sugar, carloads, from Portland, Ore., to 
Spokane, Wash., and from Portland, Seattle and Tacoma, Wash., 
San Francisco and Crockett, Calif., to Missoula, Mont., unreason- 
able, and unduly preferential of Spokane and unduly prejudicial 
to Missoula. It has further found rates on canned goods, car- 
loads, from San Francisco and group and from Portland, Seat- 
tle and Tacoma to Missoula, unduly prejudicial to Missoula and 
unduly preferential of Spokane. It has found not unreasonable 
rates on sugar, carloads, from San Francisco, Crockett, and 
Potrero, Calif., to Spokane, and on canned goods, carloads, 
from San Francisco and group and from Portland, Seattle, and 
Tacoma to Missoula. Rates prescribed for the future are to 
be made effective on or before November 28. Reparation was 
awarded. . 

Commissioner Eastman said the issues involved in the 
proceedings were closely related and, although heard sep- 
arately, would be disposed of in one report. He said the com- 
plainants in No. 16796 were corporations located at Spokane, 
and that, with one or two exceptions, all were wholesalers en- 
gaged in the distribution, among other things, of canned goods 
and sugar. He said the “exceptions” were companies engaged 
in the manufacture and sale of candy and bakery goods. In 
No. 17562, the complaint was filed on behalf of the Missoula 
Mercantile Company, a corporation engaged in the general mer- 
chandise business with headquarters at Missoula, Mont. Con- 
sidering first the issues in No. 16796, Commissioner Eastman 
said complainants alleged that the through water-and-rail rates 
on sugar from San Francisco, Crockett, and Potrero, Calif., 
through the ports of Portland, Seattle and Tacoma, to Spokane, 
as well as proportional rates from those ports and the local 
rate from Portland, were unreasonable, unjustly discriminatory, 
and unduly prejudicial to dealers at Spokane and unduly pref- 
erential of dealers located at the ports as well as Salt Lake 
City and Ogden, Utah, and “elsewhere.” The Tacoma Chamber 
of Commerce and the Seattle Chamber of Commerce inter- 
vened in protest against any change in the present adjustment 
that would work to their disadvantage. F 

Commissioner Eastman said a joint water-and-rail rate of 
75 cents was published on sugar from San Francisco and points 
taking the same rates, including Potrero and,Crockett, to Spo- 
kane, that rate being arrived at by adding an arbitrary of 14 
cents to the local and proportional commodity rate of 61 cents, 
minimum 44,000 pounds, in effect from Portland, Seattle and 
Tacoma. The all-rail rate from San Francisco to Spokane is 
79.5 cents. Commissioner Eastman said that, although attack- 
ing the through rate, complainants contended that the unrea- 
sonableness was in what they termed the rail factor from the 
ports, and that they sought establishment of a local and pro- 
portional rate of 38.5 cents from Portland, applicable from Seat- 
tle and Tacoma as a proportional rate, with the minimum in- 
creased to 60,000 pounds. It was not proposed, however, the 
commissioner said, to discontinue the present 75 cent rate with 
the lower minimum of 44,000 pounds. 


“Complainants are apparently under some misapprehension 
in regard to the through rate,” said the commissioner. “It is 
not a combination of local rates, or of proportional rates, or of 
local and proportional rates, but a joint rate. It is constructed 
by adding an arbitrary of 14 cents to the local rate of 61 cents 
from the north coast ports, but there is, strictly speaking, no 
rail factor of 61 cents. The water lines actually receive as their 
division of the joint rate 19 cents, instead of the arbitrary of 
14 cents, and the rail lines, out of their division, pay 6 cents 
for lighterage to San Francisco, when the sugar originates at 
Potrero, and 7.5 cents when it originates at Crockett. They also 
Pay certain wharfage and loading charges, so that they receive 
het for the haul from the north coast ports to Spokane 44.5 
cents when the sugar originates at Crockett and 45.5 cents 
when it originates at Potrero. If the 61-cent rate from the 
ports were actually applied as a proportional rate, it would be 
added to the local rate of the water lines, which is 21.5 cents 
to Portland, instead of to the 14-cent arbitrary.” 

After reviewing the contentions of complainants and of 
defendants, Commissioner Eastman, in No. 16796, said: 


Sugar is a heavily-loading commodity whose transportation is 
hot attended by any special difficulties, but its value is such that 
freight rates play comparatively small pest in the ultimate cost to 
the consumer. It may reasonably pay re atively high rates, compared 
With many low-grade commodities, but the 75-cent and 61-cent rates 
under attack yield amounts per ton-mile and per car-mile which are 
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sufficiently high to invite scrutiny. We have shown that the con- 
structive rail distance from San Francisco to Spokane over the 
water-and-rail route is 604 miles, using 3 water miles as the equiv- 
alent of one rail mile. For this distance we prescribed a rate on 
sugar of 59 cents, minimum 60,000 pounds, in Consolidated South- 
western Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, and for the distance of 374 miles from 
Portland to Spokane a rate of 46 cents. However, there are special 
charges for lighterage, wharfing, and loading which accrue in con- 
nection with the water-and-rail movement of this sugar to Spokane, 
and which total about 11 cents. Adding this amount to the 59-cent 
rate poe above would make a rate of 70 cents, minimum 60,000 
pounds. 

After a review of all the evidence, we find that the rate of 75 
cents water-and-rail, minimum 44,000 pounds, from San Francisco 
Bay points to Spokane has not been shown to have been or to be 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. Nor has sufficient reason been 
shown for prescribing for the future a lower rate subject to a higher 
carload minimum, in view of complainants’ desire to retain a rate 
subject to the present minimum of 44,000 pounds. 

In view of the existing joint rail-and-water rate, no occasion 
has been. shown for proportional rates from the north coast ports 
applicable on sugar coming to those ports by water. It remains, 
therefore, to consider the local rate from Portland. In our opinion 
the 61-cent rate is too high. We find that this rate on sugar, in 
carloads, from Portland, Ore., to Spokane, Wash., has been, is, and 
for the future will be unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded, 
—" or may exceed 55 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 44,000 
pounds. 

We further find that complainants made shipments of sugar, in 
carloads, from Portland to Spokane under the rate assailed, and 
paid and bore the charges thereon; that they have been damaged in 
the amount of the difference between the charges paid and those 
which would have accrued at the rate herein found reasonable; and 
that they are entitled to reparation, with interest, on shipments 
made during the statutory period. Complainants should comply with 
Rule V of the Rules of Practice. 


Taking up No. 17562, the commissioner said that, as in the 
foregoing proceeding, complainant attacked the water-and-rail 
rates on sugar from San Francisco and Crockett, and the local 
and proportional rates on the same commodity from the north 
coast ports to Missoula, Mont., 238 miles east of Spokane. The 
allegation was that the rates were unreasonable, unjustly dis- 
criminatory and unduly prejudicial to complainant and unduly 
preferential of dealers at Spokane. Attack also was made, on 
the same grounds, on the all-rail rates on sugar from the same 
California points, as well as on the all-rail and water-and-rail 
rates on canned goods from San Francisco and group, and the 
local and proportional rates from the north coast ports to Mis- 
soula. The commissioner said the testimony indicated that 
complainant’s principal grievance was against the rates over the 
water-and-rail routes. 


The sugar rate adjustment was discussed first by Commis- 
sioner Eastman. He said the distance from San Francisco to 
Missoula was shown as 1,331 miles water-and-rail, and as 1,338 
miles all-rail. He said the present rates on sugar over both 
classes of routes were $1.31, minimum 36,000 pounds, and $1.10, 
minimum 60,000 pounds. He said these same rates were in 
effect from Portland, Seattle and Tacoma to Missoula. Com- 
plainant, according to the report, appeared to be most interested 
in the rate of $1.10. It sought joint rates from the San Francisco 
points of 83 cents water-and-rail and 87.5 cents all-rail, minimum 
60,000 pounds. 


In his conclusions as to the rates on sugar involved in No. 
17562, Commissioner Eastman said: 


It is to be observed that the rate of $1.10 to Missoula for a 
constructive rail distance of 844 miles yields a ton-mile revenue 
greater by 1.3 mills than that yielded by the 75-cent rate to Spo- 
kane for a constructive distance of 604 miles. This difference in 
favor of Spokane also obtains in connection with the rates from the 
north Pacific ports, and is even more marked under the _all-rail 
rates from San Francisco. No operating difficulties east of Spokane 
are shown of record which would warrant.so pronounced a departure 
from the accepted principle that as distance increases the ton-mile 
earnings should, ordinarily, decrease. Furthermore, the minimum 
carload weight on traffic to Spokane is but 44,000 pounds, while in 
connection with the rate of $1.10 to Missoula the minimum is 60,000 
pounds. Under a normal rate of progression the 75-cent rate to Spo- 
kane would become about 90 cents at Missoula. Allowing for some- 
what less favorable transportation conditions beyond Spokane, the 
rate should not in any event exceed 95 cents, minimum 44,000 pounds, 
or 20 cents over the rate to Spokane. 

In support of its contention that sugar moving ocean-and-rail 
should be on a basis relatively lower than the corresponding all-rail 
traffic, complainant cities some 15 commodities all of which move 
water-and-rail on rates ranging from 1 to 18 cents under the all- 
rail rates from and to the same points. The differential, generally, 
is 4.5 cents in favor of the water-and-rail traffic, the same as at 
present obtains in connection with the rates to Spokane. 

We find that the rates on sugar, in carloads, from San Fran- 
cisco and Crockett, Calif., to Missoula, Mont., have been, are, and 
for the future will be unreasonable to the extent that they have 
exceeded, exceed, or may exceed 95 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 
44,000 pounds, via water-and-rail routes; and $1 per 100 pounds, mini- 
mum 44,000 pounds, via the direct all-rail routes. We further find 
that the rates on sugar, in carloads, from Portland, Ore., Tacoma 
and Seattle, Wash., to Missoula have been, are, and for the future 
will be unreasonable to the extent that they have exceeded, exceed, 
or may exceed 75 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 44,000 pounds. 
And we further find that the rates on sugar, in carloads, from the 
points above mentioned to Missoula are, and for the future will be, 
unduly prejudicial to dealers at Missoula, and unduly preferential of 
dealers at Spokane to the extent that they exceed, or may exceed 
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the corresponding rates from the same points to Spokane by more than 
20 cents per 100 pounds. 2 


In disposing of the rates on canned goods, Commissioner 
Eastman said that in the Commission’s judgment there was no 
sufficient reason why the rates on canned goods should be lower 
than the rates on sugar, and that in other territories the Com- 
mission had prescribed higher rates on canned goods. The find- 
ings as to canned goods follow: - 


We find that the rates on canned goods from San Francisco and 
points taking the same rates to Missoula, over water-and-rail and 
all-rail routes, from the north coast ports to Missoula, are not un- 
reasonable but that these rates are, and for the future will be, un- 
duly prejudicial to dealers at Missoula and ee of 
dealers at Spokane to the extent that the rates to issoula exceed 
those contemporaneously in effect to Spokane by more than 20 cents 
per 100 pounds. 

We further find that complainant in No. 17562 and the Stone- 
Ordean-Wells Company, intervener therein, made shipments of sugar, 
in. car loads, from San Francisco and Crockett, Calif., and from 
Portland, Ore., and Seattle and Tacoma, Wash., to Missoula, Mont., 
under the rates assailed, and paid and bore the charges thereon; 
that they have been damaged in the amount of the difference between 
the charges paid and those which would have accrued at the rates 
herein found reasonable and that they are entitled to reparation, 
with interest, on shipments of sugar, in carloads, from Portland, 
Seattle and Tacoma during the statutory period, and on shipments 
of sugar from San Francisco and Crockett, Calif., since September 
8, 1925, the date on which the complaint was filed. Reparation on 
shipments of sugar from San Francisco and Crockett is thus limited 
because the rates charged were on no higher basis than that found 
not unreasonable in Butte Wholesale Grocery Co. vs. B., A. & P. 
Ry. Co. (48 I. C. C. 657). See Dawson Produce Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. 
Co., 113 I. C. ©. 454. No sufficient showing has been made of dam- 
age due to any violation of section 3. The parties should comply 
with Rule V of our Rules of Practice. 


APPLES FROM ST. JOSEPH 


Pending the outcome of the general investigation of class 
rates within western trunk-line territory, the Commission, by 
division 4, in a report written by Commissioner Eastman, in No. 
17071, Hunt Brothers Fruit Co. et al. vs. Ahnapee & Western et 
al., mimeographed, has prescribed maximum reasonable and non- 
prejudicial rates based on a finding that rates on apples, car- 
loads, from St. Joseph, Mo., and related points in Missouri and 
Kansas, to destinations in Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, and the 
Dakotas are unreasonable, and unduly prejudicial to St. Joseph 
and related points, and unduly preferential of St. Louis and 
Hannibal, Mo., and Alton and Quincy, Ill. The rates for the 
future are to be established on or before November 28. 

The state commissions of Kansas and South Dakota inter- 
vened in support of the complaint. Commissioner Eastman said 
conditions for the growing of apples were said to be as nearly 
ideal in the territory within 15 miles of the Missouri River from 
a point south of Omaha, Neb., to its confluence with the Missis- 
sippi River, and in the territory within the same distance of 
the Mississippi River from that point to the Iowa-Missouri state 
line, as could be found in any section. He said the famous 
Loess soil, especially adapted for the growing of apples, was 
found in no other part of the United States. The complaining 
points and the competing points alleged to be preferred were all 
located in this territory, said he. The apple growing industry 
in the complaining district is increasing, according to the report, 
although at the present time about twice as many apples are 
grown in the districts alleged to be preferred. Complainants 
sought a rate adjustment that would enable them to market 
their crop in the destination territory involved on fair terms 
with their competitors, St. Louis, Hannibal, Alton and Quincy 
being representative of the points alleged to be preferred. 


Commissioner Eastman said that, although there were some 
commodity rates from both the complaining and preferred points, 
the rates were generally on the fifth-class basis. Discussing 
complainants’ evidence as to rate disparities, the commissioner 
said particular attention was invited to the rates to Council 
Bluffs, Ia., the rate from St. Joseph being 33 cents for 128 miles, 
whereas from St. Louis and Hannibal the rate was 32 cents for 
411 and 316 miles, respectively. To Sioux City, Ia., he said, the 
rate was 41.5 cents for distances of 226 miles from St. Joseph, 
508 miles from St. Louis, and 411 miles from Hannibal. He said 
a similar situation obtained with respect to the rates to stations 
in Minnesota, and the Dakotas. For example, said he, to ten 
stations in Minnesota to which the average distances were 342.1, 
516.4 and 415 miles from St. Joseph, St. Louis and Hannibal, re- 
spectively, the average rates were 41.6, 41.2 and 36.2 cents, 
respectively. 

“Further comparisons multiply illustrations of even more 
marked disparities, the rates from St. Joseph usually being greater 
or little less than those applying from the preferred points for 
much longer distances,” said Commissioner Eastman. “The 
rates appear to be blanketed over small destination groups and 
little attention has been paid to distance in their construction. 
For example, from St. Joseph to numerous points in Minnesota 
we find rates of 47.5 cents for distances ranging from 434 to 561 
miles, 63 cents for 500 miles, and 57.5 cents for 616 miles. 
There are similar inconsistencies in the rates from the preferred 
points.” 

Commissioner Eastman said the defendants’ position, 
stated broadly, was that the rates on apples from both the com- 
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plaining and the preferred districts were, for the most part, fifth 
class rates; that apples should normally and properly move 
on fifth-class rates, and that the complaint, therefore, was in 
reality an attack on the class rate adjustment in western trunk 
line territory. Defendants said the great disparities pointed out 
by complainants, when viewed from a distance standpoint, were 
due to the long-standing equalization of class rates between 
the Mississippi and Missouri Rivers, under which the rates from 
St. Louis to Omaha and from Kansas City to Dubuque, as ex- 
amples, were made the same as the rate for the much shorter 
haul of 200 miles from St. Joseph to Hannibal, between which 
points the first river-to-river railroad was constructed and oper- 
ated in competition with the boat lines then on the rivers, ac- 
cording to the report. This adjustment, defendants asserted, 
according to the report, was the “natural product of active com- 
petitive influences” and had been “evolved and sustained largely 
in disregard of relative distances.” 

Defendants urged, the report said, that the fifth-class rating 
and rates on such a comparatively high-grade perishable com- 
modity as apples were not unreasonable. Commissioner East- 
man said there was considerable evidence that tended to show 
that fifth-class rates were not generally applied to apples in 
western territory. For example, said he, since Memphis-South- 
western Investigation, 98 I. C. C. 654, apples had moved in that 
territotry on a scale generally lower than Class C. In his 
conclusions, Commissioner Eastman said: 


It has not been shown of record that there is any marked dif- 
ference in the transportation conditions surrounding the movement 
of apples from the complaining and the preferred districts to the 
destinations in question. Defendants’ justification of the rate dis- 
parities exhibited by complainants is not, as we understand it, based 
upon such a difference, but rather upon a historical adjustment 
of class rates between the rivers which originated in competitive 
conditions that in substantial measure no longer obtain. Whatever 
may be the situation so far as class rates generally are concerned, 
this is not an adequate justification of an adjustment of rates on 
apples from competing producing districts which is clearly preju- 
dicial to one of these districts and preferential of the others. 

This adjustment, however, is so closely related to the general 
class-rate adjustment in western trunk-line territory that it is not 
well to attempt to deal finally with the questions here presented 
pending the outcome of the investigation of those rates which is 
now under way. The most that can now properly be done is to 
alleviate the situation by correcting its grosser defects, leaving its 
complete correction to await the results of the class-rate inquiry, 
in which a most comprehensive record is being obtained. 

In Consolidated Southwestern cases, supra (123 I. C. C. 203), 
we prescribed, as hereinbefore stated, a distance scale of rates 
for the transportation of apples between eastern Kansas and south- 
western Missouri. Certainly the rates under attack should not ex- 
ceed that scale, except, perhaps, to the western portions of Ne- 
braska, South Dakota, and North Dakota. Turning to the issue under 
section 3, the evidence is meager with respect to the rates to points 
in eastern Iowa. Many of these points, and particularly those in the 
southeastern part of the state, are nearer to either Hannibal or St. 
Louis or both than they are to St. Joseph. The finding hereinafter 
made with respect to undue prejudice will not relate, therefore, to 
those points in Iowa which are farther distant from St. Joseph 
than they are from either Hannibal or St. Louis. So far as other 
destinations are concerned, it is clear that the rates from the com- 
plaining districts should at all events be no higher than the rates 
from the preferred districts, and that where they are now equal or 
lower the relationship at least ought not to be disturbed to the dis- 
advantage of the complaining districts. 


We find, therefore, that the rates assailed from St. Joseph, 
Amazonia, Halls, Kenmoor, Rushville, DeKalb, Faucett, and Willow 
Brook, Mo., and Wathena, Hunt Spur, Blair, Appleton, Elwood, and 
Troy, Kans., to destinations in Minnesota and Iowa, and to destina- 
tions in Nebraska, South Dakota, and North Dakota, on and east of 
the line of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy extending from Lester, 
Nebr., to Hastings, Nebr., the line of the St. Joseph & Grand Islan 
to Grand Island, Nebr., the line of the Union Pacific to St. Paul, 
Nebr., thence via air line to that point where the northern boundary 
of Nebraska meets the missouri River, thence on and east of the Mis- 
souri River to Washburn, N. Dak., thence via the line of the Minne- 
apolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie to Max, N. Dak., and thence north 
through Minot and Langford, N. Dak., to the Canadian border, are, 
and for the future will be unjust and unreasonable for the trans- 
portation of apples, in carloads, to the extent that they exceed, or 
may exceed, the column 35 rates as set forth in Appendix 13 to the 
report in Consolidated Southwestern cases, supra, opposite the ap- 
propriate first-class (column 100) rates from and to the same points 
ascertained by use of the ‘‘Kansas-Missouri Scale’’ of first-class rates 
set forth in Appendix 18, applied as provided in said report, the rates 
from the said points of origin to be determined by the distance from 
St. Joseph to the respective destinations; and also to the extent that 
they exceed, or may exceed, the existing rates from St. Joseph. 

‘We further find that the rates assailed from the above-named 
points to destinations in the states of Nebraska, South Dakota, North 
Dakota, Minnesota, and Iowa, except to the eastern and southeastern 
part of Iowa where the distances favor the preferred districts, are, 
and for the future will be, unduly prejudicial to dealers and shippers 
located at said origins, and unduly preferential of dealers and ship- 
pers located at St. Louis, Alton, Hannibal and Quincy, and related 
points, to the extent that they exceed, or may exceed, the con- 
temporaneous rates from St. Louis, Alton, Hannibal, or Quincy, 
whichever may be lower, to the same destinations; and where the 
existing rates from the above-named points are equal to or lower 
than the rates from the preferred districts, to the extent that their 
=" with the latter rates is less favorable than that which now 
exists. 





OLATHE SWITCHING CASE 


In a report written by Commissioner Eastman in No. 17432, 
Marion M. Carnes vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe et al. 
opinion No. 12540, 129 I. C. C. 341-49, the Commission, by divi- 
sion 4, has found refusal of defendants St. Louis-San Francisco 
and Kansas City, Clinton & Springfield to switch cars to and 
from complainant’s track at Olathe, Kan., upon reasonable re- 
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quest, unlawful violation of section 1 of the interstate com- 
merce act and to have subjected complainant to undue prejudice 
in violation of section 3. The Commission ordered that the 
case be assigned for further hearing solely with respect to the 
measure of complainant’s damage, at such time and place as 
the Commission might hereafter direct. 

Complainant, an individual formerly engaged in repairing 
and reconditioning tank cars under the trade name of Olathe 
Car Company at Olathe, Kan., alleged that defendants failed 
and refused to furnish him transportation into and out of his 
plant at Olathe upon reasonable request therefor; that they 
assessed and collected certain charges for service not per- 
formed; that they maintained unreasonable switching charges; 
and that defendants’ refusal to furnish him transportation while 
according such service to his competitors at Argentine and 
Coffeyville, Kan., and Tulsa, Okla., subjected him to undue preju- 
dice. Reparation was asked. 

The defendants were the Santa Fe, Kansas City, Clinton & 
Springfield, and the Frisco. In the period covered by the com- 
plaint the Clinton was under the control of the Frisco, although 
it was separately operated, and in 1924 it was leased to the 
Frisco, said Commissioner Eastman. 

Complainant’s plant was situated on a tract of about 14 
acres lying immediately south of a track connecting the Santa 
Fe on the west and the Frisco and Clinton on the east, known 
as the interchange track, according to the report. On April 3, 
1928, complainant began negotiations with the president of the 
Clinton, looking toward the construction of tracks to serve his 
plant. As a result of these negotiations, said the report, com- 
plainant constructed a track 1,306 feet long upon his land, 
roughly paralleling the interchange track, and the Clinton built 
on its right of way a turnout and 140 feet of track with which 
complainant made connection from the east end of his track 
on or about May 15, 1923. The report then proceeded to review 
the testimony with respect to failure of defendants to serve com- 
plainant. Commissioner Eastman said complainant’s plant was 
fully prepared to repair cars by August 15, 1923, if switching 
service had been available, but that he had to confine his ac- 
tivities to the sale of repair parts that did not require that 
service. In October, 1925, complainant became involved in finan- 
cial difficulties and was forced to sell his property in settling 
with his creditors, according to the report. 

“Complainant had previously been engaged in this business 
at other points and the evidence of record warrants the view 
that he would have met with at least a fair measure of suc- 
cess at Olathe if he could have obtained proper transportation 
service,” said Commissioner Eastman. 

Defendants submitted testimony in support of the conten- 
tion that complainant’s track was unsafe for operation of loco- 
motives. Other testimony was to the effect that the track was 
safe for operation. 


Commissioner Eastman said the preponderance of the evi- 
dence supported the conclusion that defendants were not justi- 
fied in refusing to switch cars to and from complainant’s plant 
upon the alleged ground that the track was not safe. 


The sole defense asserted by defendants on brief was that 
complainant was in the wrong forum and that if he had any 
cause of action at all, it was one for breach of contract, over 
which the Commission had no jurisdiction, according to the 
report. The commissioner said it was clear there was a dis- 
pute as to contractual obligations as to the building of the 
tracks leading to complainant’s plant and that it appeared that 
this had much to do with the refusal to switch cars to and from 
the plant, but that the Commission was not called upon to de- 
cide whether there was a breach of contract as the question 
before it was whether defendants or any of them violated the 
interstate commerce act. Commissioner Eastman then quoted 
from section 1 and section 8 of the act as to the duties of com- 
mon carriers. 


‘It is conclusively shown that reasonably safe and ade- 
quate facilities in the form of a turnout and sidetrack for per- 
forming switching service to and from complainant’s plant 
Were in existence and that the Frisco and the Clinton held 
themselves out in regularily published tariffs as being in a posi- 
tion to perform such service,” said the commissioner, adding 
that although reasonable request therefor was repeatedly made 
by complainant, switching service was refused “through the 
arbitrary action of certain employes of the Frisco and the 
Clinton.” He said the record did not show that the Santa Fe 
Shared in any way in the violations of the act found by the 
Commission. The Frisco, by amended answer, raised the de- 
fense that the cause of action was barred by the statute of 
limitations but the Commission held that the complaint was 
seasonably filed. 

Commissioner Eastman said the chief difficulty presented 
by the record was the assessment of damages in favor of com- 
Dlainant. He reviewed complainant’s claim for damages, in- 
cluding a claim for $25,000 for “lost profits,” $10,676.53 for loss 
of investment in the plant, as well as a claim for $14,038.83 for 
expenses and losses incurred in caring for and in endeavoring 
to operate his plant from August 15, 1923, to October 15, 1925. 
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Defendants said they had no notice by the pleadings of com- 
plainant’s intention to claim damages of a special character 
and that since hearing of the claims they had discovered evi- 
dence that would refute complainant’s claims. In conclusion, 
Mr. Eastman said: 


With respect to complainant’s claim of lost profits in the sum of 
$25,000, it should be pointed out that the courts generally hold that, 
although loss of profits of an established business may be taken into 
account in an award of damages where they are susceptible of proof, 
anticipated profits of a new business are too speculative to form the 
basis of such an award because of absence of provable data from 
ww ye a eae them. Central Coal & Coke Co. vs. Hartman, 111 

ed. 

The record amply proves that the value of complainant’s plant 
for the purpose for which it was intended was directly impaired by 
defendants’ wrongdoing. A car-repair plant is peculiarly and di- 
rectly dependent upon adequate transportation service, and com- 
plainant would seem to be clearly entitled to compensation cover- 
ing the difference between the value which his property would have 
had as a car-repair plant enjoying the transportation service to 
which it was entitled by law and such value as it had under the 
handicap of a total deprivation of transportation service. Assum- 
ing that the financial loss actually incurred by complainant tends 
to prove the difference in values above referred to, the data of record 
bearing on that loss are too meager to support a satisfactory reckon- 
ing of damage. While it appears that complainant’s capital was 
in part borrowed, the amount thereof is not shown. The claim of 
salary to himself on the development period rests solely on his 
own bare statement. ecause of these and other infirmities and 
complainant’s failure to give notice in his complaint or otherwise 
prior to the hearing of his claim of damages of this character, 
we are of the view that in justice to all concerned the proceeding 
should be assigned for further hearing to determine the amount of 
complainant’s damage. 

We find that during the period between August 13, 1923, and 
December 20, 1924, the defendant Kansas City, Clinton & Spring- 
field and St. Louis-San Francisco refused to provide and furnish 
transportation to complainant upon reasonable request therefor, that 
complainant was damaged by such refusal, but that the amount of 
his damages can not be ascertained from this record. An order 
will be entered, assigning the proceeding for further hearing solely 
with respect to the measure of complainant’s damage. 


Commissioner Woodlock did not participate in the disposi- 
tion of this case. 


CHARGES ON SCRAP IRON 


An award of reparation has been made by the Commission 
in a mimeographed report by Division 4 in No. 18544, H. So- 
franscy Co. vs. Reading Co., on a finding that reconsignment 
charges on scrap iron, carloads, from points in New York, New 
Jersey and New Hampshire to Allentown, Pa., were inapplicable 
as to shipments partly unloaded at original destination and un- 
reasonable as to shipments that moved to final destination with 
bulk unbroken. The report also embraces No. 18648, Same vs. 
Lehigh Valley, and No. 18648, Sub. No. 1, Aronsky Iron & Steel 
Co. vs. Lehigh Valley. The Commission found that complainant 
in No. 18544 and No. 18648 was entitled to reparation in the 
amounts of $18.90 and $12.60, with interest, and that complain- 
ant in No. 18648, Sub. No. 1, was also entitled to reparation and 
should comply with Rule V of the rules of practice. 


RATE ON AUTOMOBILES 


An order of dismissal has been entered by the Commission, 
Division 4, in a mimeographed report in No. 18430, Woodward 
Auto Co. vs. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul et al., on a finding 
that the first-class rate of 98 cents charged on passenger auto- 
mobiles, carloads, from Janesville, Wis., to Mason City, Ia., was 
applicable and not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. 


i GRAIN SWITCHING CHARGES 


In a mimeographed report in No. 18923, Southern Kansas 
Millers’ Club et al. vs. Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe, the Com- 
mission, by division 4, has dismissed the complaint on a find- 
ing that defendant’s refusal to absorb switching charges for 
delivery of non-competitive carloads of grain and grain prod- 
ucts to industries on connecting lines at destination was not 
in violation of defendant’s tariff provisions. Complainant al- 
leged that the refusal of defendant to absorb connecting line 
switching charges, assessed and collected at designated desti- 
nations for delivering carload shipments of grain products to 
so-called “off-line” industries, was in violation of established 
tariff provisions. “Off-line” industries were defined as indus- 
tries that ¢ould only be reached by the line-haul carrier through 
a switching service performed by some other railroad. The 
grain under consideration, said the report, originated at points 
exclusively on defendant’s line, was forwarded to, and milled 
at, established transit stations on defendant’s line that were 
also junction points with other railroads, and the grain prod- 
ucts were thence shipped over defendant’s line to destinations 
on that line where delivery to consignee must be accomplished 
through a switching service performed by another carrier. 

The Commission said the record presented indicated that 
all the traffic was local to defendant’s rails and non-competitive 
in character from a transportation standpoint. It said no tariff 
provision published by defendant had been pointed out that 
provided that defendant would absorb destination switching 
charges of other lines on that class of traffic. It said the tariff 
provision on which complainants relied did not relate to ship- 
ments described in the complaint and that the switching 
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charges under attack had not been shown to be in violation of 
the defendant’s tariff provisions. 


RATE ON “COTTONSEED SHAVINGS” 


The complaint in No. 18674, Eblin & Co. vs. Nashville, 
Chattanooga & St. Louis et al., mimeographed, has been dis- 
missed by the Commission, division 4, on a finding that sixth- 
class rates charged on shipments of cottonseed shavings, car- 
loads, from Jackson, Tenn., to Brooklyn, N. Y., and Jersey City, 
N. J., were not inapplicable. 

Complainant attacked sixth-class rates charged on “cotton- 
seed hull fiber or shavings.” The report said the proof sub- 
mitted made it clear that the only issue was whether the 
transporiation charges were assessed and collected upon basis 
of the rate applicable on the particular kind of property trans- 
ported. The shipper’s duplicate bills of lading described the 
consignments as “cottonseed hull fiber shavings,’ but the car- 
riers’ agent changed the billed description to read “Cotton 
Linters,” said the report. After discussing the evidence as to 
the nature of the commodity shipped, the Commission said all 
it undertook to say was that proof was insufficient to justify 
application of the “cottonseed hull fiber or shaving” classifica- 
tion and the lower commodity rate of 44.5 cents sought by 
complainant. Accordingly, it said, it found that the evidence 
did not justify an alteration or modification of the “cotton 
linter” classification applied by the defendant carriers, and 
that since, under that classification, the charges were assessed 
and collected at the lawfully applicable sixth-class rate, the 
complaint would be dismissed. 


FLUXING LIMESTONE RATES 


In I. and S. No. 2910, fluxing limestone from and to points 
in Trunk Line Territory, mimeographed, the Commission, by 
division 3, has found not justified proposed cancellation of in- 
terstate commodity rates on fluxing limestone in box cars. The 
finding is without prejudice to the filing of new schedules in 
conformity with views expressed in the report. The Commis- 
sion said the record was persuasive that commodity rates not in 
excess of the rates on ground limestone would not be unrea- 
sonable for application on fluxing limestone in box cars. 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 


In I. and S. No. 2971, the Commission has suspended from 
September 1 until April 1, schedules as published in Supple- 
ment No. 17 to Agent H. G. Toll’s tariff I. C. C. No. 1182, and 
Agent H. G. Toll’s tariff I. C. C. No. 1191. The suspended 
schedules propose to establish a reduced rate of 40 cents per 
100 pounds, minimum carload weight 80,000 pounds, on borate 
from Amargo, Cal., to Galveston, Houston and Texas City, Tex., 
when for export to Europe, in lieu of the existing domestic rate 
of 83 cents, minimum carload weight 60,000 pounds, at present 
applicable on this traffic. 

In I. & S. No. 2972, the Commission has suspended from 
August 30, until March 30, schedules as published in Supple- 
ments Nos. 38 and 40 to Agent J. E. Johanson’s Tariff, I. C. C. 
No. 1833. The suspended schedules propose to cancel the joint 
through commodity rates on petroleum and its products, car- 
loads, from points in Texas to destinations on the Chicago, Bur- 
lington & Quincy R. R. in Colorado resulting in the application 
of higher class rates. The following is illustrative, rates in 
cents per 100 pounds: 


From 
Ft. Worth, Tex. Waco, Tex. 
To Pres. Prop. Pres. Prop. 
ee eee ee 53% 120 58% 124% 
in. Sasécenesirarabt 5316 120 5816 124% 
Wt. PROPEEN, COlO. ...cccccccce 53814 120 581% 124% 


In I. and §S. No. 2970, the Commission has suspended from 
September 15 until April 15 schedules as published in supple- 
ments Nos. 3 and 4 to Agent E. B. Boyd’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 
A-1779. The suspended schedules propose to cancel the joint 
through commodity rates on dried beans and other vegetables 
(except potatoes), carloads, from points on the Casper line of 
the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy R. R. to various interstate 
destinations, which would result in the application of higher 
class or combination rates. The following is illustrative: 


Rates in cents per 100 pounds on dried beans, carloads. From 
oR Wyo., and other points on the Casper line of the C. B. & 


To Pres. Prop. 
EE ONL La alg, A dala. 4 boas win. wind OGethee ed -areneee 58 8816 
IRS Fa a ais acct ob doe red bin.C es ie Gee wee eeanweid 58 75 
I aR is Naa ab gin ahd hale Bind ek w AWS 0 Sw cbs ibe 73 179% 
SN OCR RE AA EG ARIE. RE ee psa Rae eters a Fx 84 140 
I ooo gla -arsla Wittc ale Gog to wiemae d-& oearte a kale ce 65 171% 


In I. and S. No. 2973, the Commission has suspended from 
September 1 until April 1, schedules as published in Supple- 
ments Nos. 12 and 13 to Agent R. C. Dearborn’s tariff I. C. C. 
No. 2. The suspended schedules propose to apply standard 
refrigeration service and assess stated refrigeration charges on 
carload shipments of vegetables originating in Alabama, Flor- 
ida, Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina and Virginia, 
tendered for transportation with ice in body of car, when such 
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shipments are loaded in refrigerator cars, which charges will 
apply in addition to those at present applicable on the 7,900 
pounds of ice allowance and the amount of ice in excess thereof. 
The following statement is illustrative: Refrigeration charges 
per carload, on spinach, shipped in refrigerator cars: 


From Norfolk, Va., to New York, N. Y., present $150.90, proposed 
$203.40; Boston, Mass., present $155, proposed $215. 


COMMISSION ORDERS 


The Texas Co. has been permitted to intervene in No. 18581, 
Barnsdall Refineries, Inc., et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

The Western Union Telegraph Co. has been permitted to 
intervene in Valuation No. 1050, Kansas City, Mexico and Orient, 
Valuation No. 1051, Kansas City, Mexico & Orient Railway of 
Texas, Valuation No. 1052, Kentucky & Indiana Terminal, and 
Valuation No. 1057, St. Louis Merchants Bridge Terminal et al. 

The Pure Oil Co. has been permitted to intervene in No. 
19779, Sinclair Refining Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

The Florida East Coast has been permitted to intervene in 
No. 19891, The Carter Oil Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

The Texas Mexican has been permitted to intervene in 
finance No. 6440, in the matter of the application of San An- 
tonio, Uvalde & Gulf for authority to operate the Port Terminal 
Railroad Facilities of Nueces County Navigation District No. 1 
in the state of Texas, serving the Port of Corpus Christi. 

The Western Union Telegraph Co. has been permitted to 
intervene in Valuation No. 1060, Union Pacific, and No. 1061, 
Western Maryland et al. 

The Gulf, Texas & Western and W. Frank Knox, receiver, 
have been permitted to intervene in finance No. 5798, applica- 
tion of Ardmore, Vernon & Lubbock Railway for authority to 
construct a line of railroad from Ardmore, Okla., to Lubbock, 
Tex. 

The Colorado and New Mexico Coal Operators’ Assn. has 
been permitted to intervene in No. 19853, Artesia Alfalfa Grow- 
ers’ Assn, et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

The order entered in No. 18100, E. W. Jackson vs. Michi- 
gan Central et al. on July 1, 1927, which was by its terms 
made effective on September 1, 1927, has been modified so 
that it will become effective on October 15, 1927. 

The Atlas Portland Cement Co., The Atlas Portland Ce- 
ment Co. (of Kansas), and Consolidated Portland Cement 
Corp. have been permitted to intervene in No. 19813, The 
Colorado Portland Cement Co. vs. Ahnapee & Western et al. 

The Champion Fibre Co. has been permitted to intervene 
in No. 19808, The Mathieson Alkali Works vs. Norfolk & West- 
ern et al. 

The Intelligencer Publishing Co. has been permitted to inter- 
vene in No. 19694, The St. Regis Paper Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. 

The Standard Oil Co. (Ky.) has been permitted to intervene 
in No. 19858, Aetna Oil Service, Inc., vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al. 

Bates Valve Bag Corp. has been permitted to intervene in 
No. 19692, Taggart Brothers Co., Inc., vs. Santa Fe et al. 


PETITIONS FOR REHEARING, ETC. 


The Director General, defendant in No. 9672, Cameron 
Coal Co., et al. vs. Los Angeles & Salt Lake, Director General 
et al., has filed petition asking for release as party defendant 
in this proceeding. 

The defendants in No. 16558, Leggett & Platt Spring Bed 
& Mfg. Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al., have asked the Commission 
to reopen such proceeding on the record now made and to modify 
its report of date July 1, 1927, made by Division 3. 

The complainants in No. 12635, Cooperative Oil & Paint Co. 
et al. vs. Director General, as agent, Baltimore & Ohio et al., 
have asked the Commission to grant a rehearing therein. 

The defendants in No. 16124, Acme Brick Co. vs. Alabama & 
Vicksburg et al., have filed supplementary petition for post- 
ponement of effective date of order therein. 

The complainant in No. 16389, Iroquois Pulp & Paper Co. 
vs. Ann Arbor et al., have filed petition for reopening of this 
proceeding and for oral argument therein. 

The protestants, The Procter & Gamble Distributing Co. and 
The Palmolive-Peet Co., in I. & S. 2748 and 2830, soap and soap 
powder between points in Western Trunk Line and Illinois 
territories, have filed a petition to reopen the above entitled 
proceedings for reargument and reconsideration. 

The Hegeler Zinc Co., intervener in No. 16236 (and Sub. 1), 
Mineral Point Zinc Co. vs. Chicago & Alton et al., No. 16238 (and 
Sub. Nos. 1 and 2), The Grasselli Chemical Co. vs. Akron, Can- 
ton & Youngstown et al., have filed a petition for reconsidera- 
tion by and argument before the full Commission and post- 
ponement of effective date of order and tariffs pending. 

E. Morris and H. Wilson, agents on behalf of defendant 
initial carriers in No. 17804, Standard Nut & Bolt Co. vs. New 
Haven et al., No. 18024, Pawtucket Mfg. Co. vs. New Haven et 
al., and No. 18024, Sub. 1, William H. Haskell Mfg. Co. vs. New 
Haven et al., have petitioned the Commission for an extension 
of effective date of its order of May 10, 1927, as amended by 
order of July 6, 1927, for a period of not less than 60 days from 
October 10, 1927. 
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September 3, 1927 


PEORIA SWITCHING CASE 


Examiner J. Edgar Smith, in a proposed report on a sup- 
plemental complaint in No. 13110, Minneapolis & St. Louis vs. 
Peoria & Pekin Union, deals with a complicated situation grow- 
ing out of proceedings involving charges of the Peoria & Pekin 
Union and a prayer of the supplemental complaint for reparation 
of $434,000, plus interest. Dismissal of the supplemental com- 
plaint is recommended by the examiner. (See Traffic World, 
August 27.) 

The original complaint was filed September 22, 1921, said 
the examiner, and reports thereon, dealing with the issues there 
raised or arising in connection therewith, were made by the 
Commission from time to time thereafter and were to be found 
mcs £ C. C.:412: 17 EC. C. 4; SEL C. CGC: 33 MEL C. C. 0; 
and in 118 I. C. C. 127. 


In the supplemental complaint, which was filed August 24, 
1926, it was set forth that the Commission had found that the 
Minneapolis & St. Louis had been subjected to unjust discrimi- 
nation and undue prejudice from which the Peoria & Pekin 
Union had been ordered to cease and desist, and that the Peoria 
& Pekin Union had been directed to cancel its tariff I. C. C. No. 
36, of which complaint had been made September 22, 1921. 
It was alleged that, prior to the filing of the original complaint 
as well as thereafter, payments made by complainant to de- 
fendant in accordance with the tariff in question were made 
under protest that the tariff was not valid and that such pay- 
ments were overcharges, the defendant having served no notice 
of disallowance of the claims thus presented in writing for such 
overcharges; that in the period August 31, 1923, to August 15, 
1924, inclusive, certain moneys belonging to complainant’s re- 
ceiver were unlawfully appropriated by defendant under color 
of the provisions of the tariff, as well as certain other moneys 
belonging to complainant prior to the appointment of its receiver, 
and that, on or about July 1, 1926, defendant had instituted a 
suit to recover a large sum of money claimed to be due under 
the terms of the tariff in the period August 12, 1924, to Sep- 
tember 12, 1925, inclusive. The supplemental complaint prayed 
that an order be entered permitting the supplemental complaint 
to be filed; that W. H. Bremner, as receiver of the M. & St. L., 
be substituted as complainant; that the proceeding be not dis- 
continued until the defendant was required to answer the 
charges; that defendant be ordered to pay the receiver repara- 
tion for the charges collected under the tariff, and that com- 
plainant be granted further relief. 


The defendant, in its answer, denied the allegations as to 
overcharge payments under the tariff, admitted withholding cer- 
tain moneys by reason of the amount then due from complainant 
under the tariff, but denied such action was unlawful and ad- 
mitted institution of suit to recover moneys due from complain- 
ant. Defendant further stated that the claim sought to be 
enforced by the supplemental complaint was barred by the statute 
of limitation and that some of the money involved was for the 
handling of intrastate traffic and that it had not in any way 
violated the provisions of the interstate commerce act. 


The examiner said the proceeding had been assigned for 
hearing at Chicago, May 25, 1927, in reference to the supple- 
mental complaint, and that the hearing had been had and briefs 
filed. He said the supplemental complaint was filed 4 years, 
11 months and 2 days after the original complaint. He said it 
was necessary to trace the course of the original complaint and 
the reports and orders of the Commission thereon “to see ex- 
actly what the status of this supplemental complaint is.” 

The original complaint attacked defendant’s tariff I. C. C. 
No. 36, which imposed an intermediate charge of $4 per car on 
all freight cars, coming from or destined to points beyond the 
Peoria-Pekin switching district, except empties, on which de- 
fendant received a loaded haul one way, handled between 
defendant’s track connection with complainant and defendant’s 
tracks in East Peoria Yards. The examiner proceeded to review 
the developments resulting from the attack on that tariff and 
set forth what the Commission had done. Concurrently with 
the proceedings before the Commission, said he, there had been 
actions before the courts, Peoria Ry. Co. vs. United States, 263 
U. S. 528; and Minneapolis R. R. vs. Peoria Ry., 270 U. S. 580, 
among others. He quoted excerpts from the decision of the 
Supreme Court in Minneapolis R. R. vs. Peoria Ry., cited above. 
In his conclusions, Examiner Smith in part, said: 


t For the purposes of this supplemental complaint it would seem 
po suffice to note: (1) That the original proceeding had been dis- 
rontinued by the order of the Commission at the time the supple- 
rental complaint was filed; (2) that during the whole course of this 
air fe no damage to complainant had been found by the Com- 
-- Ssion and no award of reparation, or restitution, made; (3) that 
os P in rad or order of the Commission at any time has found de- 

ndant’s tariff I. C. C. No. 36 “invalid, illegal, void’’ in the sense 
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that collections made thereunder could be waived, set aside, or 
treated as overcharges; and (4) that not until July 12, 1926, when 
the Commission found it ‘desirable in the public interest’ to pre- 
scribe jointirates via the Pekin Union, and the divisions thereof, did 
it further find that the charge assailed ‘‘is, and for the future will 
be, unreasonable to the extent any separate charge is assessed 
against’ complainant or shippers. Thereupon, and not prior thereto, 
= = I. C. C. No. 36, was ordered canceled on or before August 

Defendant’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 36, became effective August 30, 
1921. It had been continuously under attack, either in this or in 
allied proceedings, from September 22, 1921, until July 12, 1926. 
Nevertheless, the finding made April 13, 1922, that the charges under 
that tariff were ‘unjustly discriminatory and unduly prejudicial 
against complainant,’’ was not coupled with an order to cancel the 
tariff or. with a finding of damage to complainant. The order en- 
tered April 13, 1922, left to defendant the option to charge an equal 
rate for services to the Burlington and Rock Island with the rate 
charged complainant, as one means of removing the discrimination 
and prejudice found. But the Commission did not approve or dis- 
approve the level of the rate, $4, then provided by that tariff. The 
Commission then said: “The records are not sufficiently developed 
to justify an expression of opinion as to what would constitute rea- 
sonable charges.”’ 

Complainant has in no manner been damaged. Prior to April 1, 
1921, complainant and its predecessor had been tenants of defend- 
ant for many years, paying as such tenant large anhual rentals plus 
maintenance costs apportioned on a wheelage basis. On or about 
April 1, 1921, complainant’s tenancy terminated and, thereafter, the 
only lawful, published, tariff rate before the Commission was the 
rate of $4 per car provided in defendant’s I. C. C. No. 36. After 
that tariff was canceled, ‘‘on or before August 29, 1926,’ in obedience 
to the order of July 12, 1926, the charge per loaded car found to be 
a proper division of joint rates for the Union was $3. This division 
of $3 complainant now pays. 

Turning to the last paragraph of the report made in this_orig- 
inal proceeding, July 12, 1926, that is to the bottom of page 515 of 
Volume 115 of the Commission’s reports, it is obvious that the Com- 
mission’s ultimate conclusions were as-:follows: : 

“(1) An affirmation of previous findings of undue prejudice to 
— and of undue preference of the Burlington and Rock 
Island. 

(2) That the charge assailed, $4 per loaded car under defend- 
ant’s I. C. C. No. 36, on traffic interchanged between complainant 
and carriers in East Peoria is, and for the future will be, unreasonable 
to the extent any separate charge is assessed against complainant or 
shippers. And, 

(3) That an order should be entered requiring the cancellation of 
that charge.’”’ 

The Commission did not find that the $4 charge had been un- 
reasonable in the past; it did not find that that charge was, and 
for the future would be, unreasonable to the extent it exceeded any 
given amount; what it did was this: it found that the charge as- 
sailed is, and for the future will be unreasonable to the extent any 
separate charge is assessed against complainant or shippers. 


We come now to the supplemental complaint and its prayers. 


The allegations of overcharge, and the documentary evidence of- 
fered in ts «pl thereof, may be put aside as directly contrary to 
the irrefutable record of this long litigation. Protest against the law- 
fulness or reasonableness of a rate or charge is not necessary as a 
basis of reparation. Nor can protest create a basis where a rate 
or charge is not found unlawful or unreasonable. The tariff, de- 
fendant’s I. C. No. 36, was never found to be “invalid, illegal, 
void,’ and the contentions of complainant that there were overcharges 
have not been sustained. Nor was the charge assailed ever found 
unreasonable except “to the extent any separate charge is assessed 
against the M. & St. L. or the shippers.’’ Without assuming to in- 
terpret, it is suggested that unreasonableness of that description 
differs not at all from unjust discrimination and undue prejudice. 


As to the request that an order be entered permitting the 
supplemental complaint to be filed, Examiner Smith said it must 
be assumed that that was granted because of the matter being 
set for hearing. He said the prayer that W. H. Bremner be 
substituted as complainant should be denied. As to not dis- 
continuing the proceeding, he said the prayer fell to the ground 
if it referred to the original complaint, as that proceeding had 
been discontinued prior to the filing of the supplemental com- 
plaint and had not been reopened. If the prayer referred to 
the proceedings under the supplemental complaint, he said that 
prayer had been granted, because the supplemental complaint 
had been duly served by the Commission on the defendant and 
defendant had filed answer thereto. As to the prayer for rep- 
aration and for further relief, the examiner recommended that 
the Commission find: 


(1) That the supplemental complaint now before it is a new and 
independent proceeding. , 

(2) That defendant’s tariff, I. C. C. No. 36, has never been de- 
clared, or found, by it to be void, illegal, or of no effect, although 
continuously under attack and investigation from September 22, 
1921, until July 12, 1926. 

(3) That there is no proof now before it that said tariff, during 
its effective continuance, was in fact or in law void. 

Assuming that the Commission shall so hold, the prayers for 
reparation contained in the supplemental complaint must be reduced 
to rest upon the unjust discrimination and undue prejudice, here- 
tofore abundantly found for complainant, and perhaps upon unrea- 
sonableness of the charge assailed. But, so construed, there’is no 
proof on the present record, ‘‘in reference to the supplemental com- 
plaint,’’ of damage suffered by complainant sufficient to support an 
award of reparation under sections 2 and 3 of the act; nor is there 
any proof at all of the unreasonableness of the charge assailed. 

The Commission has never approved of the piecemeal method 
of trying complainants. Ordinarily a complainant who attacks a 
rate, or charge, and delays his prayer for reparation until the same 
has been condemned for any reason, has his demand for reparation, 
whether it be new and independent of the original complaint or 
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supplemental thereto, dismissed. It is recommended that this sup- 
plemental complaint be dismissed. 

It appears that in the only report in which the original com- 
plaint in Docket No. 13110 was alone considered the Commission did 
not feel justified in expressing ony ‘“‘opinion as to what would con- 
stitute reasonable charges,’ 68 I. C. C. 412, 418. In all subsequent 
reports, which embrace the original proceeding in Docket No. 13110, 
other matters were in issue than the mere contentions of this com- 
plainant and this defendant. And the ultimate disposition of the 
original proceeding was reached in the general investigation, with 
which it was consolidated, when, on July 12, 1926, 115 I. C. C. 469, 
512, ‘“‘in the public interest,’’ the Commission established joint rates 
in which the Union should be a party and specified one equal di- 
vision thereof to the Union. 

The supplemental complaint should be dismissed. 


POTATOES FROM MAINE 


Attorney-Examiner Frank E. Mullen, in a proposed report 
in No. 18256, Aroostook County Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., has recommended that the Com- 
mission find all-rail rates on potatoes from northern Maine points 
to points in New England and trunk line territories not unrea- 
sonable or unduly prejudicial, except that rates from the origin 
points to certain points in New Jersey and Virginia be found 
unreasonable. He also recommended that the Commission find 
all-rail rates from the origin points to points in Southern ter- 
ritory not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial, except that rates 
to certain points in North Carolina be found unreasonable. He 
recommended an award of reparation. 

Mr. Mullen reviewed in detail the issues raised by the 
complaint and discussed at length the rate situations involved. 
The Bangor & Aroostook’s revenue from potato shipments in 
1925 was $2,777,715, or 47.34 per cent of the total freight revenue, 
according to the report. The attorney-examiner said the Bangor 
& Aroostook estimated that the rate reduction sought by com- 
plainants would be about 10 per cent and that this would mean 
a reduction in revenue of from $225,000 to $250,000 a year, and 
would take over one-third of the amount available for dividends 
and improvements “which would make it impossible to main- 
tain the present dividends on the common stock and seriously 
impair the credit of the company.” It was contended by de- 
fendants that, due to changes in the type of equipment required 
by potato shippers, the carriers were put to greater expense in 
moving the crop. Figures also were submitted by the Bangor 
& Aroostook, the report said, to indicate that under the present 
rate adjustment, production of potatoes in Maine had steadily 
increased and that the rates had not retarded the movement 
of potatoes to the territory involved in the complaint. The 
recommended findings follow: 


The Commission should find that the rates assailed from Maine 
to New England territory are not unreasonable nor unduly preju- 
dicial. It should further find that the rates from Maine to trunk- 
line territory are not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial except that 
rates to points in New Jersey on the West Jersey & Seashore Rail- 
way, the Atlantic City Railroad and the Delaware, Lackawanna & 
Western Railroad were, are and for the future will be unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceeded or exceed a rate of 60 cents from 
group D points in Maine; and that the rates from said group D 
points in Maine to Richmond, Petersburg, Lynchburg, Suffiolk and 
Roanoke, Va., were and are unreasonable to the extent they exceeded 
or exceed a rate of 70 cents to Richmond, Petersburg, Lynchburg and 
Suffolk and a rate of 72 cents to Roanoke. Rates from the other 
group points in Maine on the lines of the Bangor & Aroostook, 
Aroostook Valley and Canadian Pacific railroads to the points to 
which rates from group D are herein found reasonable should be 
decreased so as to preserve the present relationship between said 
groups. 

The Commission should further find that the rates assailed from 
Maine to points in Southern territory are not unreasonable or un- 
duly prejudicial except that rates from — of origin in Maine to 
points in South Carolina in zones 1 and 2 are unreasonable to the 
extent they exceed, or may exceed, the rates from same points to 
Norfolk or Richmond by amounts greater than the differentials in 
class rates prescribed by the Commission in the North Carolina Case 
(Corporation Commission of N. C. vs. Director General, 57 I. C. C. 
523; 62 I. C. C. 64; 64 I. C. C. 264), as subsequently modified. 

General evidence was submitted that shipments were made to 
numerous points in the destination territory named in the complaint; 
that it was and is the general practice of complainants to sell their 
otatoes f. o. b. destination points; and that complainants paid and 
ore the charges thereon. In accordance with the usual practice in 
cases dealing with rates from and to a very large number of origin 
and destination points involving many shipments, no detailed testi- 
mony of shipments was submitted. Complainants who made shipments 
' from the points of origin in northern Maine specified in the complaint 
to destination points rates to which are herein found unreasonable, 
and who paid the charges thereon at the rates found unreasonable, 
should be awarded reparation in the amount of the difference be- 
tween such charges and charges that would have accrued at the 
rates herein found reasonable. 


COAL TO D. C.-MD.-VA. POINTS 


Recommendations as to rates on bituminous coal from 
mines in West Virginia, Kentucky and Virginia to points in 
the District of Columbia and adjacent destinations in‘ Mary- 
land and Virginia, have been made by Examiner C. W. Berry 
in a proposed report in No. 18641, Potomac Electric Power 
Co. et al. vs. Chesapeake & Ohio et al., embracing also three 
sub numbers, Pocahontas Operators’ Association vs. Same; 
Virginia Coal Operators’ Association vs. Same, and Operators’ 
Association of the Williamson Field vs. Same. 

The Potomac Electric Power Company, a public utility, 
and Fadeley & Company, and John P. Agnew & Co., Inc., 
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wholesale and retail coal dealers, in the District of Columbia, 
alleged that the rates from the New River district in Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia and Kentucky, on the C. & O., to Ben- 
nings, D. C., on the Pennsylvania, and to destinations on the 
B. & O., in the District of Columbia, were unreasonable and 
unduly prejudicial to the extent they exceeded $2.84. Fadeley 
& Company and John P. Agnew & Co., Inc., were on their 
motion dismissed as complainants but they intervened, alleg- 
ing that the $3.13 rate to destinations on the B. & O. in the 
District of Columbia was unduly prejudicial. The Pocahontas 
Operators’ Association alleged in sub No. 1, that the rate on 
bituminous coal from mines on the N. & W. and Virginian in 
the New River, Pocahontas, Tug River and Clinch Valley 
Nos. 1 and 2 districts in West Virginia and Virginia to points 
in the District of Columbia and destinations in Maryland and 
Virginia adjacent thereto, on the Pennsylvania and B. & O,, 
were unjustly discriminatory and unduly prejudicial to the 
extent they exceeded the rates contemporaneously maintained 
to the same destinations from the mines on the C. & O. in the 
New River district. The allegations of the Virginia Coal 
Operators’ Association in sub No. 2 were similar to those in 
sub.: No. 1, except that umnreasonableness also was alleged. 
The Operators’ Association of the Williamson Field, in sub 
No. 3, alleged that the rates from the Thacker and Kenova 
districts in West Virginia and Kentucky on the N. & W. to the 
destinations named in sub. No. 1, were unreasonable, unjustly 
discriminatory and unduly prejudicial to the extent they ex- 
ceeded the rates maintained from mines in the Kanawha 
district on the C. & O. to the same destinations. 

Complainants in sub Nos. 1 and 83 did not introduce any 
evidence bearing on the unreasonableness of the rates as- 
sailed or tending to show unjust discrimination, said the 
examiner. They stated their position was the same as that 
of the Norfolk & Western which said that its position was 
that, regardless of the level of the rates established or main- 
tained by the C. & O. and its connections to the destinations 
named in the several complaints, the N. & W. and the opera- 
tors producing coal at mines on its line were entitled to the 
same rates. The attitude of the Virginian was the same as 
that of the N. & W. The examiner said that, in view of those 
statements, the allegations of unjust discrimination and un- 
reasonableness of the rates from mines on the N. & W. and 
Virginian contained in the sub complaints would not be 
further considered. Examiner Berry made the following 
recommendations: 


The Commission should find that the rate of $3.13 from mines 
in the New River district on the Chesapeake & Ohio to Benning 
and to Washington for Baltimore & Ohio delivery was and is not un- 
reasonable or unduly prejudicial to the Potomac Electric Power Com- 
pany, but that the maintenance of a rate of $3.13 by the Chesapeake 
and Ohio and Baltimore and Ohio to Washington for Baltimore & 
Ohio delivery is unduly prejudicial to Fadeley & Company and John 
P. Agnew & Company, Inc., to the extent it exceeds the rates con- 
temporaneously maintained by the Chesapeake & Ohio to Washington 
and the Chesapeake & Ohio, and Pennsylvania to Relee (Va.), and 
Rosslyn (Va.). It should further find that the maintenance of rates 
from the Pocahontas, Tug River and Clinch Valley districts on the 
Norfolk & Western and the districts on the Virginian to destinations 
named in the instant complaints higher than the rates contempo- 
raneously maintained from mines on the Chesapeake & Ohio in the 
New River district to the same destinations and from the Thacker 
and Kenova districts on the Norfolk & Western higher than the 
rates contemporaneously maintained from the Kanawha district on 
the Chesapeake & Ohio to the same destinations was and is preju- 
dicial to complaints in Subs. 1, 2, and 3. 


COAL TO SOUTH ATLANTIC PORTS 


Examiners Morris H. Konigsberg and George C. Clarke, in 
a proposed report in No. 18524, Traffic Association of the South 
Atlantic Ports vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., have recom- 
mended that rates on coal from mines in Alabama, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Virginia and West Virginia to Wilming- 
ton, N. C., Charleston, S. C., Savannah, Ga., Brunswick, Ga., and 
Jacksonville, Fla., be found unreasonable but not unduly preju- 
dicial, and that reasonable rates be prescribed for the future. 

The allegation was that the rates assailed were unreason- 
able and unduly prejudicial to complainant’s members and un- 
duly preferential of competitors situated at other points in 
southeastern territory. The examiners said that, at the hear- 
ing, the allegation of undue prejudice was practically aban- 
doned. Rates and differences in rates were stated in amounts 
per ton of 2,000 pounds. 

The main points of origin involved aré groups of mines in 
southern West Virginia and nearby Virginia, known as the New 
River and Pocahontas mines, sometimes called the West Vir- 
ginia group, served by the Norfolk & Western, Virginia and 
Chesapeake & Ohio; the Appalachia and Dante in southwest 
Virginia served by the Southern and Carolina, Clinchfield & 
Ohio; Coal Creek and Wind Rock in Tennessee, served by the 
Southern and the Louisville & Nashville, respectively; Jellico 
in Tennessee and Kentucky, served by the L. & N., and South- 
ern; and the Birmingham mines near Birmingham, Ala., served 
by the Southern and Seaboard Air Line, according to the 
report. 

The examiners said the Charleston rates were the key rates 
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to the destinations, other ports taking differenitals over the 
Charleston rates. At origins, said they, the base rate was the 
rate from the Coal Creek mines to Charleston, other mines 
taking differentials over or under that rate which at present 
was $3.10. They said the Wind Rock group adjoining the Coal 
Creek group on the west took the same rate to Charleston, as 
did also the Appalachia and Dante mines in southwest Vir- 
ginia. The Pocahontas and New River groups, said they, took 
a 20-cent differential over the Coal Creek rate, making the rate 
from those groups to Charleston $3.30. The Jellico differential 
from mines on the Southern was 12 cents at the time of the 
hearing and is now 11 cents over the Coal Creek rate, the rate 
from those mines to Charleston being $3.21, according to the 
report. The Birmingham differential is 15 cents over the Coal 
Creek rate and the rate therefrom to Charleston is $3.25, ac- 
cording to the report. 

Complainants, the examiners said, desired the establish- 
ment to Charleston from the Coal Creek, Wind Rock, Appa- 
lachia, and Dante mines of a rate of $2.70. The examiners said 
there had been numerous increases and but one reduction in 
the rates attacked since 1909 in a discussion of the history of 
the rates in issue. The complainants insisted that that placed 
the burden of proof on the defendants to justify the reasonable- 
The examiners thought that that 
contention had merit. Complainants asked a rate of $2.70 to 
Wilmington from the Pocahontas mines and further asked that 
the New River group continue to take the same rate as Poca- 
hontas, and that the rate of $2.70 be established from the New 
River mines, placing all but the Jellico mines on the same 
basis. The examiners said that since the Jellico mines took 12 
cents over the Coal Creek rate, the rate sought from Jellico 
was $2.82. After reviewing contentions of defendants in op- 
position to the prayers of complainant, the examiners made 
the following recommendations: 


The Commission should find that the rates assailed are not unduly 
prejudicial, but that they are and for the future will be unreasonable 
to the extent that they exceed or may exceed the rates set forth 
below, the rates from the Appalachia and Dante groups to Bruns- 
wick and Jacksonville to be made applicable only via the Spartan- 
burg gateway: 


From (Groups) (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Coal Creek and Wind Rock.... 282 282 292 292 302 
Appalachia and Dante......... 282 282 292 292 302 
Pocahontas and New River.... 302 282 332 367 367 
Naat aid e.d-osarermr én alae uber 293 293 303 303 313 
Perr rere re 297 nee 277 277 282 


(1) To Charleston. (2) To Wilmington. 
Brunswick. (5) To Jacksonville. 


(3) To Savannah. 


RATES ON SAND AND GRAVEL 


Dismissal of the complaint in No. 18267, Wisconsin Lime 
& Cement Co. vs. Santa Fe et al. has been recommended by 
Examiner Harris Fleming on a finding that rates charged on 
sand and gravel from various points on the Chicago & North 
Western and Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul to points on other 
lines in the Chicago district were not shown to have been in 
excess of the rates authorized in defendants’ tariffs, that such 
rates were not unreasonable and that no basis was shown for 
an award of reparation. The examiner said complainant’s prin- 
cipal contention was that the rates under consideration were 
combination rates; that “both factors” should have been sub- 
jected to the rule for constructing rates provided in Jones’ 
tariff I. C. C. U. S. 1, as construed in Sligo Iron Store Co. vs. 
W. M., 62 I. C. C. 643, and 73 I. C. C. 551. The examiner held 
that the Jones’ rule was not applicable. 


RATES ON ACID PHOSPHATE 


Examiner Martin J. Walsh has recommended dismissal of 
the complaint in No. 19396, Louisiana Farm Bureau Federation, 
Inc., et al. vs. Louisiana Railway & Navigation Company, on a 
finding that rates on acid phosphate, carloads, from New Or- 
leans, La., to Coushatta and Carroll, La., on coastwise traffic 
originating at Baltimore, Md., were not unreasonable, unduly 
prejudicial or otherwise unlawful. 


REPARATION ON SAND AND GRAVEL 
An award of reparation has been recommended by Examiner 
Kenneth J. McAuliffe in No. 19382, Fordson Coal Company, Inc., 
vs. Norfolk & Western, on a finding that the rate on sand and 
gravel from Kenova, W. Va., to Stone, Peg, McVeigh and 
Hardy, Ky., was unreasonable to the extent that it exceeded 
$1.26 to the first three points named and $1.13 to Hardy. 


MELON REFRIGERATION CHARGES 


Dismissal of the complaint in No. 17361, Ryan Fruit Com- 
Dany et al. vs. Southern Pacific Company et al., has been rec- 
ommended by Examiner John H. Howell on a proposed finding 
that refrigeration charges on melons, carloads, from points in 
sroups A and B in California and group B in Nevada to destina- 
tions in Oregon, Washington, and Montana, were not and are 
not unreasonable or unduly prejudicial. Complainants asked a 
finding that the refrigeration charges on melons be found unrea- 
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sonable to the extent that they exceeded corresponding charges 
on green vegetables. 


RATES ON HOUSEHOLD GOODS 


On a finding of applicability as to rates on household goods 
from Louisville, Ky., and St. Louis, Mo., to Jackson, Miss., Ex- 
aminer Kenneth J. McAuliffe has recommended dismissal of 
the complaint in No. 19461, Jackson Traffic Bureau et al. vs. 
Illinois Central. 


RATES ON GINGER ALE 


Dismissal of the complaint in No. 18803, Smith, Richardson 
& Conroy, Inc., vs. Boston & Albany et al., has ‘been recom- 
mended by Examiner C. J. Peterson on a finding that rates on 
ginger ale, carloads, from Hudson Upper, N. Y., to Jacksonville, 
Fla., were not and are not unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


RATES ON BRICK, ETC. 


Examiner T. K. Carpenter in a proposed report in No. 18384, 
Salt Lake Pressed Brick Co. vs. Denver & Rio Grande Western 
et al., has recommended that the Commission find unreasonable 
but not unduly prejudicial rates on brick and related articles 
taking the same rates, carloads, from Wilford and Harrisville, 
Utah, to certain destinations in Wyoming. He said reparation 
should be awarded. The report also embraces a sub number, 
Ogden Pressed Brick & Tile Co. vs. Union Pacific et al. The 
examiner said the Commission should find that an allegation 
of undue prejudice in Sub. No. 1 had not been sustained but 
that the rates assailed in both complaints had been, were and 
would be unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded, from 
Wilford and Harrisville, rates ranging from 13 cents to Evans- 
ton, Wyo., to 23.5 cents to Howell, Wyo, eighteen other points 
in Wyoming being involved. 


RATES ON COAL AND LIME 


In a proposed report in No. 19054, G. H. Treyz & Co. et al. 
vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., Attorney-Examiner John McChord 
has recommended that the Commission find that the rates on 
bituminous coal from the Clearfield and Westmoreland districts 
of Pennsylvania and on the Monongahela Railroad in West Vir- 
ginia, and on lime from Bellefonte, Pa., to Livingston Manor, 
Roscoe, Trout Brook, Cok’s Falls, Hortons and Corbett, N. Y., 
were and are unreasonable and unduly prejudicial to com- 
plainants to the extent that they exceeded, exceed or may exceed 
the contemporaneous rates from the same points to Cadosia, 
Rock Rift and Beerston, N. Y., and that the rate on steam 
sizes of anthracite coal from mines on the Ontario & Western 
in the Mayfield region to Livingston Manor, Roscoe, Trout Brook, 
Cook’s Falls and Hortons was and is unreasonable and unduly 
prejudicial to the extent that it exceeded, exceeds or may exceed 
the contemporaneous rate to Cadosia, and award reparation. 


RATES ON PETROLEUM 


Examiner Frank C. Weems has recommended dismissal of 
the complaint in No. 18578, Empire Refineries, Inc., vs. Arkansas 
& Louisiana Missouri et al., on a finding that rates on petroleum 
and petroleum products, carloads, from Ponca City, Cushing and 
Okmulgee, Okla., to points in Louisiana are not unreasonable. 

Complainant alleged that the rates from and to the points 
involved, on petroleum and petroleum products for domestic con- 
sumption, were unjust and unreasonable. Rates for the future 
were asked. The examiner said complainant was chiefly con- 
cerned with the level of rates on refined petroleum. Complainant 
asked that rates on gas oil and fuel oil be made not to exceed 
80 per cent of rates on refined oil. 

The examiner said the only evidence of actual movement 
of petroleum or its products to points in Louisiana was of 14 
cars collectively of “refined oil,’ and “lubricating oil” from Ponca 
City to New Orleans and three other destinations. Complain- 
ant asserted, said the examiner, that due to the existing level 
of the rates, it was impossible for its refineries to market their 
products in Louisiana, while defendants suggested, in substance, 
that lack of movement to points in Louisiana was due to the 
fact that, as disclosed by the record, the production of refined 
oil in that state far exceeded consumption. 

After reviewing the evidence and the rate adjustments in 
the territory involved, the examiner said that, considering the 
evidence as a whole, it was not persuasive that the rates assailed 
were unreasonable. 


BRASS SOCKET SHELLS 


In a proposed report in No. 19117, Trenton Chamber of 
Commerce for and on behalf of the Circle F Manufacturing 
Company vs. New York Connecting et al., Examiner F. A. Clif- 
ford has recommended that the Commission find that the rate 
on brass socket shells, carloads, from Waterbury, Conn., to 
Trenton, N. J., has not been unreasonable in the past or other- 
wise unlawful, but that it will be unreasonable for the future 
to the extent that it exceeds 27 cents per 100 pounds. He said 
the Commission should further find that the rate on brass 
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socket shells, in less than carloads, has not been and was not 
unreasonable or otherwise unlawful. 


RATES ON INSECTICIDE 


In No. 18863, James S. Bussey, Jr., trustee, vs. Atlantic 
Coast Line et al., Examiner Paul A. Colvin has recommended 
that the Commission find that rates on Hills Mixture, an in- 
secticide, from Wheeles, Ga., to points in Arkansas, Texas and 
Oklahoma, were unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded 
commodity rates subsequently established on Hills Mixture and 
that reparation should be awarded. Applicable fifth class rates 
were assailed. 


RATE ON CEMENT 


Examiner B. E. Stillwell has recommended dismissal of 
the complaint in No. 19421, L. E. Meyers Company vs. Penn- 
sylvania et al., on a finding that the applicable combination 
rate of 14 cents charged on 40 carloads of cement from Sellers- 
burg, Ind., to Dixdam, Ky., was not unreasonable. 


RATES ON CRUDE OIL 


Examiner W. R. Brennan, in a proposed report on further 
hearing in No. 15966, Canadian Oil Companies, Limited, vs. Lou- 
isville & Nashville et al., has recommended that the Commission 
find that rates on crude oil, in tank carloads, from Beattyville, 
Ky., to Toledo, O., and Petrolia, Ont., were unreasonable to the 
extent that the component thereof from Beattyville to Cincinnati, 
O., exceeded 12 cents from May 16, 1922, to August 19, 1922; 11 
cents from August 19, 1922, to January 5, 1923; and 12 cents 
from January 5, 19235 to November 23, 1923, and award repara- 
tion. 


RATES ON CRUSHED STONE 


Dismissal of the complaint in No. 19107, H. F. Watson Co. 
vs. Baltimore & Ohio et al., has been recommended by Examiner 
W. M. Carney on a proposed finding that rates on crushed stone 
(roofing granules) and crushed slate from Gladhill and Slate 
Hill., Pa., to Erie, Pa., on interstate movement, were and are 
not unreasonable. 


CUCUMBERS AND BEANS 


In a proposed report in No. 18696, Purse Brothers et al. vs. 
Atlantic Coast Line et al., Examiner W. R. Brennan has rec- 
ommended that the Commission find not unreasonable or other- 
wise unlawful rates on cucumbers and beans from Mt. Olive, 
Calypso, Faison and Chadbourn, N. C., to Detroit, Mich., and 
Toledo, O., but that refrigeration charges on such shipments 
from and to the points named were, are and for the future will 
be unreasonable and in violation of the long-and-short-haul clause 
of section 4 to the extent that they exceeded, exceed or may 
exceed $69 and $65 per car, respectively, and that reparation be 
awarded. The examiner said rates on vegetables from North 
Carolina to central territory were under attack in No. 14092, and 
that refrigeration charges from and to those points were under 
consideration in No. 17936. He said the conclusions recom- 
mended in the instant case were subject to reconsideration in 
the light of the cases referred to. 


IRON AND STEEL REPARATION 


In a proposed report on further hearing in No. 16178, James- 
town Chamber of Commerce vs. Pennsylvania et al., Examiners 
W. A. Hill and John J. Crowley have recommended that repara- 
tion be awarded to certain shippers under findings in 120 I. C. C. 
372, that the rate on iron and steel articles, carloads, from 
Pittsburgh, Pa., and points taking the same rates, to Jamestown 
and Falconer, N. Y., was unreasonable to the extent that it 
exceeded 23 cents per 100 pounds. The proceeding was reopened 
for further hearing solely on the question of reparation to 
certain parties who did not appear at the hearing to present 
evidence as to the payment of freight charges. 

At the further hearing the Crescent Tool Company of James- 
town, a party to the original complaint, submitted evidence as 
to paying charges based on the rate found unreasonable, and 
the Jamestown Metal Products Company, Inc., of Jamestown, not 
a party to the original complaint, petitioned for leave to inter- 
vene and for reparation, alleging it had been required to pay 
charges on shipments at the rates found unreasonable in the 
original report. 

Counsel for defendants, according to the examiners, ob- 
jected to the granting of the petition of the latter company, and 
to the introduction of evidence in support of reparation sought 
thereby, on the ground that the petition unduly broadened the 
issues, and that there was no allegation in the petition that 
would authorize the Commission to proceed thereunder. Over 
defendants’ objection, the presiding examiner permitted the 
petition to be filed. The examiners said the intervening peti- 
tion did unduly broaden the issues but that in Concrete Steel 
Co. vs. B. & O., 123 I. C. C. 677, the Commission stated that a 
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simiiar objection there taken was one that defendants were at 
liberty to waive and said at page 679: 


Because this may yet be done we will here make the findings 
concerning the reparation which the present record supports. If the 
defendants then still stand upon their objection, the interveners may 
petition for a further hearing upon that issue, of which the defend. 
ants have now had abundant notice. 


The examiners said the Commission should find that the 
Crescent Tool Company and the Jamestown Metal Products Com. 
pany, Inc., were entitled to reparation, and that they should 
be directed to comply with rule V of the Rules of Practice. 

“In the event that defendants stand upon their objection to 
the intervention of the Jamestown Metal Products Company, Inc., 
that petitioner should be informed that it may ask for a further 
hearing upon that issue,” said the examiners. 


RATES ON PIPE AND FITTINGS 


Examiner Burton Fuller, in a proposed report in No. 16356, 
Krupp Foundry Co. vs. Southern et al., embracing also No. 
16176, Somerville Iron Works vs. Same; No. 18431, Florence 
Pipe & Foundry Co. vs. New Haven et al., and No. 184381. Sub. 
No. 1, Warren Foundry & Pipe Co. vs. Same, has recommended 
that rates on cast iron pipe and fittings, carloads, from Lans- 
dale and Quakertown, Pa., to destinations in Maryland, Dela- 
ware, Virginia, the Carolinas, Tennessee, Kentucky, Georgia 
and Alabama be found not unreasonable but unduly prejudicial 
to complainant in No. 16356 and unduly preferential of producers 
at Birmingham, Anniston, Gadsden and Holt, Ala., and Chat- 
tanooga, Knoxville and South Pittsburg, Tenn. 


Rates on like traffic from Florence, N. J., to destinations 
east of the Mississippi River, said he, should be found not un- 
reasonable but unduly prejudicial to complainant in No. 18431 
and unduly preferential of producers at the southern origins 
named above. He said that rates on like traffic from Chat- 
tanooga to destinations east of the Mississippi and north of the 
Ohio and Potomac rivers and to destinations in Kentucky, West 
Virginia, Virginia, the Carolinas, Maryland and the District of 
Columbia should be found not unreasonable but unduly preju- 
dicial to complainant in No. 16176, and unduly preferential of 
producers at the other southern origins named above. He recon- 
mended prescription of non-prejudicial rates, and said the com- 
plaint in No. 18431, Sub. No. 1, should be dismissed for want 
of prosecution. 


Examiner Fuller said that to the original report proposed by 
the examiner in Nos. 16176 and 16356, exceptions were filed and 
the parties were heard in oral argument, upon consideration of 
which the cases were set down for further hearing in connec- 
tion with Nos. 18431 and the sub numbers thereunder. 


Producers of soil and pressure pipe at the various southern 
origins named intervened in opposition to the complaints, said 
the examiner. Producers of these commodities at New Jersey 
points, Chester and Brooklyn, N. Y., and Baltimore, Md., inter- 
vened in support of the complaints in Nos. 16356 and 18431. 


Examiner Burton said the southern producers had commodity 
rates to practically all destinations east of the Mississippi River; 
Lynchburg and Scottdale to eastern and central territories and 
the Virginia cities only; the central territory producing points, 
represented by Coshocton, Ohio, to destinations in that territory 
only, and lastly complaining points to certain short-haul desti- 
nations in trunk-line territory only. He said where there were 
no commodity rates the rates were on the so-called manufactured 
iron and steel basis. He said complainants maintained that the 
iron and steel basis was too high for application on this traffic, 


Complainants proposed a distance scale, set forth in column 
1 of Table B of the Appendix, for inter-territorial application on 
this traffic, suggesting scales approximately 10 per cent higher 
for application within southern classification territory, and ap- 
proximately 10 per cent lower for application in official classifi- 
cation territory. The examiner said the southern carriers and 
producers admitted that the rates from the southern origins to 
destinations in the south and east were somewhat depressed, 
and that they pointed out that the rates did not conform to the 
fourth section of the act. They proposed the application of 4 
distance scale within southern territory. This scale, except 
that they propose a somewhat higher scale for joint hauls below 
150 miles, and a somewhat more rapid rate of progression for 
distances of over 700 miles, is set forth in column 2 of Table B 
of the Appendix. 


The examiner said the eastern carriers strenuously insisted 
that any discrepancies in the present rate adjustment should be 
removed by increasing the northbound rates to the basis of the 
southbound. He said the undue prejudice found should be re 
moved by the establishment from the complaining and the south- 
ern origins to the destinations involved of specific rates based 
on the scales set forth in columns 2, 3 and 4 of Table B of the 
Appendix, to apply within southern classification territory, with- 
in official classification territory, and between territories, re 
spectively. Table B of the Appendix follows: 
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September 3, 1927 


Rates in cents per 100 pounds 





Distances 1 2 3 4 
SE GE WEEE s cc cccvicsons veces 4 6 6 6 
10 miles and over RS 4 7 9 7 
15 miles and over 10.........++. 4.5 8 7.8 7.5 
20 miles and over , | Ne eres ae 5 8 8 bs 8 
25 miles and over (eee eek 5.5 9 8.5 8.5 
30 miles and over Sree 6 9 a 9 
35 miles and over BAER eS) Ar 6.5 10 9.5 9.5 
40 miles and over Mk asa. cere 7 10 10 10 2 
45 miles and over a en ae 7.5 11 10.5 10.5 
50 miles and over MR tas eke ecard 8 11 oo 11 
55 miles and over _, SER 8.5 12 11.5 11.5 
60 miles and over ee 9 12 12 12 
65 miles and over Se 9.5 13 12.5 12.5 
70 miles and over | Se oe 10 13 13 13 
75 miles and over (NA tN 10.5 14 13 13.5 
80 miles and over . Ee eee 11 14 13.5 13.5 
85 miles and over _, eee re 11.5 15 14 14.5 
90 miles and over _ REE 12 15 14 14.5 
95 miles and over — 12.5 16 14.5 15 

100 miles and over - ee a 12.5 16 15 15.5 
110 males ONE OVEr 100....0..000000- 13.5 17 15.5 16 

299 wltet GQma over 116... ...0csce 14.5 17 16 16.5 
130 miles and over 120............ 15.5 18 16.5 re 
140 miles and-over 130... ...000%. 16.5 18 17 17.5 
150 miles and over 140............ 17 19 17.5 18 

100 mies and over “TG0......e0se0 17.5 19 18 18.5 
170 miles and over T60....0066 cscs 18 20 18.5 19 

190 mites and over 170. ...... 0c 18.5 20 19 19.5 
100 miles Gnd over 180... .:.0.0.0. 19 21 19.5 20 

300 miles and over 190............ 19.5 21 20 20.5 
910 miles and over 206.......cccc0. 20 22 20.5 21 

930 miles and over 210..........<- 20.5 22 21 21.5 
930 miles and over 220........s.0- 21 23 21.5 22 

940 miles and over 230............ 21.5 23 22 22.5 
250 miles and over 240............ 22 24 22.5 23 

260 miles and over 250............ 22.5 24 23 23.5 
270 miles 25 23.5 24 

280 miles 5 25 24 24.5 
290 miles 26 24.5 25 

300 miles 5 26 25 ¢ 25.5 
320 miles 5 27 26 26.5 
340 miles 5 28 27 27.5 
360 miles 5 29 28 28.5 
380 miles 5 30 29 29.5 
400 miles 5 31 30 30.5 
420 miles 5 32 31 31.5 
440 miles 5 33 32 32.5 
460 miles 5 34 33 33.5 
480 miles 5 35 34 34.5 
500 miles 5 36 35 35.5 
520 miles 5 37 36 36.5 
540 miles 5 38 37 37.5 
560 miles 5 39 38 38.5 
580 miles 5 40 39 39..5 
600 miles 5 41 40 40.5 
620 miles 5 42 41 41.5 
640 miles 5 43 42 42.5 
660 miles 5 44 43 43.5 
680 miles 5 45 44 44.5 
700 miles 5 46 45 45.5 
725 miles 5 47 46 46.5 
750 miles 5 48 47 47.5 
775 miles 5 49 48 48.5 
800 miles 5 50 49 49.5 
825 miles 5 51 50 50.5 
850 miles 5 52 51 51.5 
875 miles 5 53 52 52.5 
900 miles 5 54 53 53.5 
925 miles 55 54 54.5 
950 miles 56 55 55.5 
975 miles 57 56 56.5 
1000 miles 58 57 57.5 
1025 miles 59 58 58.5 
1050 miles 60 59 59.5 
1075 miles 61 60 60.5 
1100 miles 62 61 61.5 
1125 miles 63 62 62.5 
1150 miles 64 63 63.5 
1175 miles 65 64 64.5 
1200 miles 66 65 65.5 
1225 miles 67 66 66.5 
1250 miles 68 67 67.5 
1275 miles 69 68 68.5 
1300 miles 70 69 69.5 
1325 miles 71 70 70.5 
1350 miles 72 71 71.5 
1375 miles 73 72 72.5 
1400 miles 74 73 73.5 
2425 miles and over 1400......0sc008 75 74 74.5 
1450 miles and over 1425............ ay 76 75 75.5 
1475 miles and over 1450............ «. 77 76 76.5 
1500 miles and over 1475............ «- 78 77 77.6 





*For distances over 700 miles the rate is for the maximum dis- 
tance given, as complainant proposes slightly different mileage blocks 
than those shown. 


As to computing distances, the examiner said: 


In computing distances under the scales prescribed herein the 
shortest routes by existing connections for the interchange of car- 
load traffic should be used, embracing as a maximum the lines of not 
more than three line-haul carriers. Lines under common ownership 
or control should be considered as a single line, except that where 
a portion of the same railroad is used more than once, it may be 
counted as a separate line each time it is used. In applying the 
rates herein prescribed reasonable groupings or differential ad- 
justments may be employed, provided the rates under each group 
or differential adjustment, and in the aggregate average substan- 
Sally = same as if made from and to each point separately under 

e scales. 


TENTATIVE VALUATION REPORTS 


The Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., as of June 30, 1918, total 
Owned property, $349,547,475; total used property, $579,679,283. 
On date of valuation the Baltimore & Ohio had outstanding a total 
sr value of $648,897,698.13 in stocks and long-term debt, of which 
151,945,578.26 represented common stock, $58,863,479.41 preferred stock, 
and $438,088,640.46 funded debt unmatured. In addition, it had out- 
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standing, $7,527,500, par value of funded debt matured but unpaid. 
Investment in road and equipment, including land, on date of valua- 
tion, was stated in the carrier’s books as $365,837,158.54. With re- 
adjustments required by the Commission’s accounting examination, 
this amount would be reduced to $333,100,143.32. Cost of reproduction 
new and cost of reproduction less depreciation of all common carrier 
property, other than land and material and supplies, owned or used 
by the Baltimore & Ohio, were found as follows: Cost of reproduction 
new of total owned, $360,104,977; of total used, $560,378,022. Cost of 
reproduction less depreciation of total owned, $274,997,491, and of total 
used, $437,071,077. Present value, that is, as of valuation date, of 
owned and used carrier lands, was stated as $41,932,851, and of total 
used carrier lands $102,381,571. 

The Baltimore & Ohio Chicago Terminal Railroad Co., as of June 
30, 1918, total owned property, $31,467,733; total use property, $25,- 
162,226. On date of valuation the carrier had outstanding a total par 
value of $41,044,000 in stock and long-term debt, of which $8,000,000 
represented common stock and $33,044,000 funded debt. Investment 
in road and equipment, including land, on date of valuation, was 
stated in the carrier’s books as $40,021,067.60. Cost of reproduction 
new of total owned common carrier property, other than land and 
material and supplies, was found to be $14,351,861, and of total used, 
$13,390,418. Cost of reproduction less depreciation, of total owned 
was found to be $11,199,258, and of total used, $10,415,831. 

Arizona Eastern Railroad Co., and Phoenix & Eastern Railroad 
Co., as of June 30, 1915 (supplemental tentative valuations), total 
owned, $10,081,198; total used, $12,592,214, the latter including $2,150,000 
for property of Phoenix & Eastern leased by Arizona Eastern, 


FINAL VALUATION REPORTS 


Valuation Docket No. 638, Saint Louis and O’Fallon Railway 
Co., opinion No. B-563, 125 I. C. C. 821-38, final value for rate-making 
purposes of property owned and used for common carrier purposes 
found to be $810,000, as of June 30, 1919. The tentative valuation 
was made final. The carrier protested the tentative valuation but 
presented no evidence, brief or argument in support of the protest, 
according to the report. The value of the property, for recapture 
purposes, is in issue in the so-called O’Fallon recapture case. 

Valuation Docket No. 801, Port Huron & Detroit Railroad Co., 
opinion No. B-564, 125 I. C. C. 839-56, final value for rate-making 
purposes of property owned and used for common carrier purposes 
found to be $344,129, as of June 30, 1919. 

Valuation Docket No. 709, Meridian and Memphis Railway Co., 
opinion No. B-561, 125 I. C. C. 746-64, final value for rate-making 
purposes of property owned and used for common carrier purposes 
found to be $648,043, as of June 30, 1917. 

Valuation Docket No. 870, Port Huron Southern Railroad Co., 
opinion No. B-560, 125 I. C. C. 728-45, final value for rate-making 
purposes of property owned and used for common carrier purposes 
found to be $71,400, and of property used but not owned, $334, as 
of June 30, 1919. 

Valuation Docket No. 665, Great Western Railway Co., opinion 
No. 558, 125 I. C. C. 674-99, final value for rate-making purposes of 

roperty owned and used for common carrier purposes found to be 
31.766, 0, as of June 30, 1918. 

Valuation Docket No. 312, Georgia Railroad (lessee organization) 
and Georgia Rail Road & Banking Co., opinion No. B-558, 125 I. C. C. 
551-606, final value for rate-making purposes of property of Georgia 
Railroad (lessee organization), owned and used for common carrier 
urposes, found to be $1,150,741, and of property used but not owned, 
$16,031,040, as of June 30, 1916. Final value for rate-making purposes 
of the property of the Georgia Rail Road & Banking Co., owned but 
not used, devoted to common carrier purposes, leased to the Georgia 
Railroad (lessee organization) and other carriers, found to be $16,- 
477,671, as of June 30, 1916. 


VALUATION OF RAILROADS 


With the issuance in the near future of tentative valuation 
reports on the properties of the Erie and the Chicago, Milwaukee 
& St. Paul railroads, the Commission will have practically com- 
pleted that phase of its valuation work. To date the Commis- 
sion has issued approximately 1,065 tentative valuation reports, 
and approximately a total of 1,080 reports, including those cov- 
ering telegraph company properties, will have been issued when 
the work is completed. 


C. & 0. VALUATION CASE 


In a brief in support of the protests of the Chesapeake & 
Ohio Railway Company and subsidiaries against the tentative 
valuations of the properties, as of June 30, 1916, W. S.: Bron- 
son and W. J. Conaty, counsel for the protestants, say that the 
Commission, in the valuations of American railroads, “must 
recognize and apply the principles of economic law and give 
consideration in reporting reproduction costs and in determin- 
a final values to the higher price plateau prevailing since 

“It is axiomatic that as prices of labor and material period- 
ically increase or decrease, property values increase or decrease, 
and, correspondingly, the purchasing power of the dollar de- 
creases or increases,” say counsel. “The courts have recog- 
nized this as fundamental in the law of economics in all recent 
cases involving valuations of public utilities for rate-making 
purposes, and have plainly said that the owners of public 
utility properties are entitled to their returns upon the values 
of the properties employed in the public service as of the time 
of the inquiry, and not upon depreciated values out of harmony 
with the economic conditions existing at the time of the 
inquiry. 

“That this principle is economically sound is demonstrated 
by the fact that money is but a medium of exchange and did 
owners of public utilities receive their returns in property 
rather than in money, the value of the property received would 
necessarily be based upon the current exchange value of prop- 
erty, and the utility would be able to exchange its property for 
other needed property on the basis of the current exchange 
value of such property. The mere fact that money is used as 
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a medium of exchange does not affect the exchange value of 
property, since the rod by which the current value of all prop- 
erty is measured is the current dollar and not the dollar of any 
other period.” 

Owners of industrial properties, according to the brief, and 
public utilities other than railroads receive their returns in the 
current dollar upon the basis of the value of property meas- 
ured by the current dollar, “and the economics of this country 
would indeed be unsound if owners of railroad properties neces- 
sarily receiving their returns in the current dollar should “be 
compelled to accept their returns based upon the value of their 
properties measured by a dollar of entirely different purchasing 
power than the dollar received by owners of all other property.” 

Since the owners of public utilities, including railroads, 
must accept their returns in a fluctuating dollar, or as some 
writers term it, the “dancing dollar,’ counsel say, that return 
must be based upon the value of the property employed in the 
public service measured by the dollar having the same pur- 
chasing power as has the dollar that is received for their re- 
turn and not a different dollar. 

“Moreover,” according to the brief, “since the owners of 
labor and material used by public utilities receive their returns 
on the basis of the values of their services and property meas- 
ured by the current dollar, it is an anomaly indeed to contend 
that the same owners of public utility properties shall receive 
their returns on the basis of the value of their property meas- 
ured by a dollar having an altogether different purchasing 
power, and, therefore, a different dollar.” 

Referring to the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in McCardle et al. vs. Indianapolis Water Com- 
pany, 272 U. S. 400, counsel say that the courts have recognized 
the principle of economic law contended for is clear for the 
court in that case said: 


It is well established that values of utility properties fluctuate, 
and that owners must bear the decline and are entitled to the in- 
crease. 


In the Indianapolis Water case, according to the brief, the 
court said that judicial notice would be taken of the higher 
plateau of prices of labor and material of the post-war period; 
and “it must be presumed that this economic condition is not 
temporary but has become stabilized into a permanent condition, 
at least for a long period following the world war.” 

Reconstruction costs at 1914 prices of labor and material 
are not good evidence of the value of the carriers’ properties 
at the time of reconstruction, that is, as of June 30, 1916, since 
1914 prices were not applicable to construction at that time, 
but substantially higher prices of labor and material were 
applicable to construction in 1916, according to the brief. 

“Carriers claim,” says the brief, “that the 1916 cost of repro- 
duction new of their physical properties is shown by the evi- 
dence to be not less than $293,001,074, plus the cost of repro- 
duction new of industrial tracks and Chesapeake and Ohio of 
Indiana telegraph and telephone property, and ask that this cost 
be reported as the cost of reproduction new as of June 30, 1916, 
in lieu of the cost of reproduction new at 1914 prices reported 
in the tentative valuations, and that this cost be used in the 
determination of final value as of June 30, 1916, valuation date.” 

Cost of reproduction less depreciation, as of valuation date, 
for the same properties, should be $292,615,343, plus the cost of 
reproduction new of industrial tracks and C. & O. of Indiana +tel- 
egraph and telephone property, according to the brief. 

The protestant, C. & O., in its own behalf and in behalf of 
all its subsidiary companies, including the C. & O. of Indiana, 
and Piney River and Paint Creek Railroad Co., all the prop- 
erties ‘of which were used by the carrier for carrier and non- 
carrier purposes, said it claimed that the evidence showed that 
the final value of all the properties used for common carrier 
purposes as of valuation date, including going-concern value 
(claimed to be not less than $36,172,038), was not less than 
$356,886,965, plus cost of reproduction new of industrial tracks 
and present value of lands used for industrial tracks, and cost 
of reproduction new of C. & O. of Indiana telegraph and tel- 
ephone property. The brief is a volume of 654 pages. 

In its tentative valuation of the C. & O., and of the C. & O. 
of Indiana, the Commission announced a final value of $198,- 
613,502 on total used property. 


CONSOLIDATED SOUTHWESTERN CASES 


Southwestern lines, members of the Southwestern Freight 
Bureau, have petitioned the Commission for postponement of the 
effective date of the orders in the Consolidated Southwestern 
Cases, 123 I. C. C. 203, for a period of 90 days from and after 
December 5, 1927. 

After reviewing briefly the scope of the proceeding, the 
petitioners said that immediately after the report was served 
on them, a careful examination and study of the report and 
findings was begun. This inquiry has revealed that it will be 
physically impossible for the defendants to comply with the 
orders within the time named in them, on or before December 5, 
according to the petition. 

“The rate adjustments prescribed by the Commission in its 
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report are so far-reaching in effect and scope, and differ g9 
materially from the present scheme of rates, that it is absolutely 
necessary to make a complete survey of all of the current 
tariffs in order to appropriately cancel the existing rates which 
are to be superseded by the new rates prescribed by the Con- 
mission,” said the petitioners. “The changes required in the 
present rate structure are sweeping and revolutionary in 
character.” 

To give the Commission some idea of the task involved 
in examining the tariffs, the petitioners directed attention to a 
tabulation showing a list of the principal tariffs published by 
J. E. Johanson, tariff publishinig agent of the Southwestern 
Freight Bureau. The exhibit showed that the tariffs contained 
8,524 pages of rates and a total of 13,959 pages. The petitioners 
said all the pages containing rates must be carefully examined 
so that they might be properly canceled and the new rates pre- 
scribed by the Commission might be properly published. They 
said in addition there were numerous other tariffs that must be 
similarly examined and studied, and also examination of sched- 
ules authorizing storage in transit, fabrication in transit and 
other transit arrangements must be made. The carriers said 
their studies were developing important difficulties and serious 
phases of the proposed adjustment that would be brought to 
the attention of the Commission by appropriate petition at the 
earliest possible date. 

The Galveston Chamber of Commerce, Galveston, Galveston 
Cotton Exchange and Board of Trade, and the Texas City Board 
of Trade, have petitioned the Commission to modify its report 
and order by prescribing the grouping of equalization of Gal- 
veston and Texas City with Houston and Port Houston, Tex., at 
the same or common rates, on the classes and commodities in- 
volved therein, at all points in Texas and the southwest, 75 miles 
and beyond, of Houston. 


UNCONTESTED FINANCE CASES 


The Illinois Central has been authorized to issue and sell $8,460,- 
000 of equipment trust certificates at 100.171 per cent of par and 
accrued dividends. 

The Lehigh & New England has been authorized to issue $750,- 
000 of equipment trust certificates and to sell them to the highest 
bidder but at not less than 99 per cent of par and accrued dividends. 


FINANCE APPLICATIONS 


‘ In a joint application filed under paragraph 2 of section 5 of the 
interstate commerce act, the Canadian Pacific has asked authority to 
acquire by lease, and the Maine Central has asked authority to ac- 
quire by sub-lease from the Canadian Pacific, that portion of the line 
of the St. Johnsbury & Lake Champlain Railroad Company extending 
from Lunenburg to St. Johnsbury, Vt., a distance of approximately 22 
miles. The line to be acquired, the applicants said, afforded a con- 
rection between the lines of the applicants and provided a through 
route between Montreal, Quebec, and Portland, Me. It has heretofore 
been operated by the Maine Central under a lease from the St. Johns- 
bury & Lake Champlain that terminated July 1, 1927. 

The Southern Pacific Railroad Company and the Southern Pacific 
Company have asked authority to abandon the so-called Beetox 
branch or spur in Ventura County, California, embracing less than 
two miles of track. 

The Mountain States Telephone & Telegraph Company has ap- 
plied for approval of acquisition of telephone ig a of the Spring- 
field-Lamar Telephone Company and the Holly-Stonington Telephone 
Company in Colorado. 

The Huntingdon & Broad Top Mountain Railroad & Coal Com- 
pany has applied for authority to issue $51,638.99 of promissory notes 
in part payment for two freight locomotives. 


PACIFIC-FLORIDA RATES 


A number of protests have been received by the Commis- 
sion against proposed cancellation of all transcontinental rates 
to and from points in Florida as named in Agent H. G. Toll’s 
tariffs. The proposed changes are carried in supplement No. 
21 to I. C. C. No. 1182 and other tariffs, effective September 25. 
The proposed changes would affect all commodities, as well as 
fruits and vegetables, canned goods, etc., from the Pacific coast 
to points in Florida south of Jacksonville and River Junction, 
and place all points in that part of Florida on a combination 
basis. The proposals also would apply to westbound traffic. 

Among the protestants asking for suspension of the sched- 
ules were the Sacramento Chamber of Commerce, Givin, White 
& Prince, Inc., of Seattle, Wash., Western Growers Protective 
Association of Los Angeles, St. Petersburg (Fla.) Chamber of 
Commerce, the Yakima (Wash.) Valley Traffic and Credit As- 
sociation, the California Growers and Shippers Protective 
League, the Wenatchee (Wash.) Valley Traffic Association, the 
Crown Willamette Paper Company, and the Pacific States But- 
ter, Egg, Cheese and Poultry Association. The protests are 
based on the contention that cancellation of the through rates 
would result in application of higher rates to which shippers 
should not be subjected. Some of the protestants said elimi- 
nation of the through rates to Florida points involved would 
prevent them from making shipments. 


, 


CONSOLIDATED CLASSIFICATION DOCKET 


Because of the special Southern Classification Committee 
docket, published last week, the October docket of the Consoli- 
dated Classification Committee has been postponed until No- 
vember. Proposals for that docket will be received up to Octo- 
ber 1. 
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LIVE STOCK HEARING 


An attempt to effect a temporary compromise on the issues 
involved in I. & S. 2917, livestock from western points to Chicago- 
Milwaukee territory, occupied a considerable part of the first 
day of the hearing at Chicago in docket 17000, part 9, rates on 
livestock in western territory, begun August 29, before examiners 
Stiles and Parker. Examiner Stiles opened the hearing by an- 
nouncing that it was to be confined to the issues raised in the 
lL & S. case and that the testimony taken in that case would 
be made a part of the record in the general investigation. 

The I. & S. docket involves rates from St. Paul, Sioux Falls, 
Ss. D., and Missouri River cities to Chicago, Milwaukee and 
Madison, Wis. The tariffs under suspension were filed in com- 
pliance with the Commission’s order in docket 16562, 122 I. C. C. 
305, requiring the carriers to establish differentials, Madison 
under Chicago and Milwaukee of 2% cents from St. Paul and 
Sioux Falls, and one cent from Sioux City. The carriers at- 
tempted to meet the order by raising the rates to Chicago and 
Milwaukee instead of lowering the rates to Madison. 

P. F. Gault, of the C. & N. W., representing all the carriers 
involved, said the rates the carriers would defend would not be 
the ones they would propose under docket 17000. He said they 
had not yet worked out what rates would be proposed under 
the broader case and that the testimony they would introduce 
would only be intended to show what was done in meeting the 
Commission’s order, why it was done, and to defend the sus- 
pended rates, per se. No testimony of a general nature would 
be introduced, he said. Under the circumstances, he said, the 
carriers could not put in their complete case. He explained that 
an effort had been made to have the hearing postponed and 
gave it as his opinion that to go on with it would be a waste 
of time and money. 

It seemed to be agreed among those present that little of 
permanent value could be accomplished by holding a hearing 
on the reasonableness of the rates suspended if the carriers pro- 
posed to put forth a different set of rates later. An effort was 
made to stipulate a compromise that would serve as a temporary 
adjustment of the I. & S. case. Despite the fact that it was 
understood the terms of the compromise were not to be binding 
on any of the parties, an agreement could not be reached. The 
carriers were unwilling to meet the Commission’s order by reduc- 
ing the rates to Madison, temporarily, pleading the financial 
status of the roads involved, and shippers were of the opinion 
that they could not acquiesce in an arrangement that involved 
losses to them such as would result from allowing the increases 
to Chicago and Milwaukee to go into effect. They said the reduc- 
tion in revenue to the railroads, in case they reduced the rates 
to Madison, would amount to only about $2,000 annually, as 
against increased revenue of about $350,000 accruing to the 
carriers through raising the rates to Chicago and Milwaukee. 

Testimony was introduced for the carriers by A. F. Cleve- 
land, assistant freight traffic manager, C. & N. W., and E. W. 
Soergel, assistant to the freight traffic manager, C. M. & St. P. 
One shipper witness, W. H. Fitzpatrick, St. Joseph (Mo.) Cham- 
ber of Commerce, who also represented the Omaha Live Stock 
Exchange, was heard. 


Mr. Cleveland compared the rates under suspension with 
humerous scales fixed or approved by the Commission in other 
territories and made comparisons with earnings on other com- 
modities. It was his contention that the proposed rates were 
lower than reasonableness required. He said the suspended 
schedules included advances from origin points other than those 
involved in the so-called Oscar Mayer case, docket 16562, because 
the carriers felt they should maintain relationships of long 
standing. He called attention to the fact that, in that case, the 
reasonableness of the rates was attacked, but the Commission 
had found them not unreasonable. In response to cross-exam- 
ination directed to the failure of the proposed schedules to take 
care of other “relationships of long standing” he declined to 
defend the proposed rates from that point of view, but said he 
thought the carriers would propose under docket 17000 a distance 
scale somewhat higher than the rates under attack. He said 
the carriers had attempted to maintain rate relationships giving 
recognition to competition, but that there had been repeated 
attacks on the structure maintained on that principal. In view 
of that, and the further fact that the Commission seemed in- 
clined to favor the distance scale, he said, so far as agreement 
had been reached, that was what would be done. 

Mr. Fitzpatrick said quite a different situation from that in 
the Oscar Mayer case was involved in establishing rates from 
St. Joseph, Omaha, and other Missouri River points to Madison 
on a lower basis than to Chicago and Milwaukee. He said the 
distances to Madison from the Missouri River points averaged 
Considerably higher than to Chicago and Milwaukee, while from 
St. Paul and Sioux Falls the reverse was true. He emphasized 
the fact that the traffic moving to Madison from the origin points 
involved was negligible when compared with that moving to 
Chicago and Milwaukee. He said that, in view of that, the 
Commission’s order should be met by reducing the rate to 
Madison. 

Amos A. Betts, of Arizona, Hugh H. Williams, of New Mex- 
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ico, and Otto Bock, of Colorado, represented the state com- 
missions at the hearing. 

D. L. Kelley, of the Board of Railway Commissioners of 
South Dakota, was the first witness August 30. While he made 
an opening statement to the effect that it was not his intention 
to discuss the reasonableness of giving Sioux City a lower rate 
to the Chicago-Milwaukee territory than Sioux Falls, as that 
question had been dealt with in detail in docket 15000, which 
had been reopened and was before the Commission, the effect 
of a considerable portion of his testimony was to protest the 
establishment of rates that would do that. He said numerous 
fourth section violations would be created if the suspended 
schedules were allowed and rates from the important markets 
such as Sioux Falls and Sioux City would be substantially higher 
to the destinations involved than from adjacent local country 
shipping stations. He said the territory affected had the highest 
density of livestock of any territory in the country and other 
factors were more favorable to a low scale of rates than in ter- 
ritories to which scales applied which the carrier witnesses had 
used for comparative purposes to establish the reasonableness 
of the rates proposed. 

On cross-examination, H. R. Park, of the Chicago Livestock 
Exchange, asked him if he knew of any other marketward move- 
ment where any of the factors used in rate making were as 
favorable to a low rate basis as the livestock movement to Chi- 
cago. He said he did not. Some readjustment might be neces- 
sary under docket 17000, he said, but he believed the carriers 
had failed to justify the suspended schedules. 

R. B. Springer, traffic commissioner of the Sioux Falls 
Chamber of Commerce, subscribed to the testimony of Mr. Kel- 
ley, and further emphasized the desirability of determining the 
relationship to exist between Sioux Falls and Sioux City in 
reaching the Chicago market on the record in docket 15000. In 
answer to a question Examiner Stiles put to each of the wit- 
nesses as to whether he favored giving precedence to distance 
or competitive relationship, in so far as one was to be subor- 
dinated to the other, he answered, that as did most of the ship- 
per witnesses, competitive relationship should receive the greater 
consideration. 

Mr. Park pointed out that only a negligible per cent of the 
livestock sold on the Chicago exchange was obtained from the 
origins involved in the I. and S. case, but he said the rates from 
the territory both east and west of the Missouri River were 
made on the Missouri River markets. To allow increases in the 
rates from the Missouri River cities, he said, would vitally affect 
the rates from the intermediate territory and the territory im- 
mediately beyond. An exhibit introduced by him showing the 
origin of livestock sold in the Chicago market showed that 42 
per cent came from Iowa and 23 per cent from Illinois. His 
appearance, he said, was prompted by fear as to what would 
happen to the other rates knit with the Missouri River rates. 

C. A. Hansen, who appeared for the Board of Railway Com- 
missioners of Iowa, protested allowing the suspended schedules 
on much the same grounds as those set out by Mr. Park. He 
introduced a good deal of historical testimony showing the rela- 
tionships between the rates from the Missouri River cities and 
the territory intermediate and the reasons for those rela- 
tionships. 

The afternoon was given over to a conference to assist the 
Commission in determining what the carriers should be required 
to furnish in the way of cost studies in docket 17000, other than 
those already outlined. Examiner Stiles said the conference was 
called in response to shipper and state commission requests and 
the Commission’s announced opinion that it considered costs 
important in the disposition of the issues in docket 17000. He 
asked that shippers and carriers state their views-as to the kind 
of information that would be most helpful. 

The Arizona commission asked that (1) ruling grades, east 
and west, be filed by divisions, for all the western territory, (2) 
that total ascent, east and west be stated, and (3) mileage oper- 
ated by each division be shown. 

The Nebraska commission asked that (1) representative 
terminal cost studies be made, (2) cost of maintaining livestock 
equipment for representative districts be furnished, and (3) 
cost of livestock yards be furnished. 

S. H. Cowan, representing the American National Livestock 
Association, asked that freight operating sheets, such as were 
introduced in Ex Parte 87 for the year 1924, be introduced for 
the year 1926. 

H. W. Prickett and F. R. Marshall, of the National. Wool 
Growers’ Association, were not present, but requested by letter 
considerable information designed to show whether the carriers 
made a profit or loss, and how much, out of feeding livestock 
and the services involved. 

The testimony August 31 emphasized two points previously 
insisted on by protestants of the suspended schedules—that the 
territory involved produces more livestock and consequently 
furnishes mere traffic of that character than any other in the 
country, and that the rates that the suspended schedules advance 
are key rates closely tied with the rate fabric in the territory 
and that,-as a result, would disrupt relationships of long stand- 
ing. There was hardly a shipper witness who did not dwell 
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on those features more or less in an effort to show that the 
proposed rates were not justified. 

Various witnesses held that the increases inevitably were 
borne by the producers of livestock and they were in no posi- 
tion to meet reductions in the price which they received. The 
Hoch-Smith aspect of the case was frequently referred to in that 
connection. 

J. H. Tedrow, of the Kansas City Live Stock Exchange, con- 
tended that the allowance of the proposed rates would create 
a situation from Kansas City identical with that complained of by 
the Oscar Mayer Company in docket 16562, in that a lower rate 
would apply to Madison, a more distant point, from there than 
to Chicago. 

H. C. Wilson, commissioner of the Sioux City Traffic Bureau, 
said he believed the proposed schedules subjected Sioux City to 
prejudice, particularly in that they gave Sioux Falls a lower 
rate to Madison than Sioux City, the Commission’s decision in 
docket 16562 having required the carriers to establish a differ- 
ential, Madison under Chicago, of 2.5 cents from Sioux Falls and 
only one cent from Sioux City. To do that the carriers proposed 
to increase Sioux City’s rate to Madison 1.5 cents as well as in- 
crease the rate from there to Chicago 2.5 cents. He presented 
testimony bearing on the competitive relations of the two cities, 
saying he believed the Commission had erred in its original 
order in docket 15000, and that, in addition to that, some of the 
facts had changed since that case was heard. He was not con- 
tent, he said, to leave the disposition of the question to docket 
15000, as were the representatives of Sioux Falls. He said there 
was stronger ground for giving Sioux City the same rates as 
those accorded to North Omaha than for giving Sioux Falls 
rates as low as those of Sioux City. 

John R. Baker, of Armour and Company, said that, in his 
opinion, the existing rates from the Missouri River cities were 
reasonable maximum rates and that “an order merely requiring 
that the rates to Madison, Wis., should be less by stated amounts 
than the rates to Chicago cannot lawfully be made the basis 
for increasing the long established Commission-approved basis 
of rates that has applied for so many. years between the Missouri 
River markets and Chicago, except in the event of clear and con- 
vincing proof that those rates are less than reasonable..” 

Testimony was also introduced by Knute Espe, Iowa Co- 
operative Live Stock Shippers; W. P. Dolan, secretary and traf- 
fic manager of the St. Paul Livestock Exchange; and R. E. 
Whitlock, secretary and traffic manager of the Sioux City Live- 
stock Exchagne. 


The hearing was concluded September 1 with testimony 
from three more witnesses—R. R. Hargis, Wilson & Company; 
W. C. Watson, Swift & company; and S. H. Cowan, American 
National Live Stock Association. 

Mr. Hargis introduced considerable rate testimony, pointing 
out what he considered to be inconsistencies in the rates under 
suspension. He said the proposed rates filed in answer to the 
Commission’s decision in the Oscar Mayer case for the purpose 
of removing predjudice against Madison, placed Chicago at a 
disadvantage with reference to East St. Louis similar to the 
disadvantage complained of at Madison. He said the distance 
from Sioux City to Chicago was two miles less than the dis- 
tance from the same origin point to East St. Louis. The 
proposed rates removed the present parity of the relationship of 
those two, from Sioux City, by increasing the rate to Chicago 
2.5 cents. The result was that relationships of much more 
importance to the industry than the one for which the proposed 
schedules were offered as a remedy were disrupted, he said. In 
answer to the examiner’s question as to whether he thought 
distance or relationship of greater importance in the establish- 
ment of rates on livestock, he said he believed the livestock 
producers and market men should be allowed to determine that, 
and he believed the packing interests would acquiesce in their 
views. 

Mr. Watson emphasized the inter-relation of the rates in the 
territory affected and the key positions held by the rates from 
the Missouri River to Chicago, contending that increases in 
those rates would necessitate a realignment of the entire fabric. 

Mr. Cowan introduced a comprehensive sketch of the devel- 
opment of the livestock industry and the reasons for existing 
relationships. He said the producer was more interested in 
obtaining the best market price for his product and the main- 
tenance of maximum competition on the market. To do that, 
he said, rates must be made in terms of competition, rather than 
with strict reference to distance. His testimony was, in the 
main, a protest against establishing the rates on a distance 
scale, as Mr. Cleveland said the carriers contemplated under 
docket 17000. “A reasonable price should be paid for transpor- 
tation, in the aggregate,” he said, “but to base individual rates 
on mileage will prevent the producer from getting the maximum 
price for his livestock.” 





HOCH-SMITH LIVESTOCK 


A conference as to preparation of cost data will be held 
September 20 at Washington in Southern Livestock Rates, No. 
17000, rate structure investigation, part 9, livestock, southern 
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territory rates, and No. 18487, Atlanta Live Stock Dealers et al, 
vs. L. & N. et al., No. 18500, Southeastern Live Stock Associa- 
tion vs. A. & R. et al., and No. 18559, Kentucky Farm Bureau 
Federation vs. C. & O. et al. The Commission’s notice as to the 
conference follows: 


The Commission regards this proceeding as one in which cost 
data are pertinent and desirable. In order that the Commission 
may have the benefit of the views of state regulatory bodies, shippers, 
and carriers as to the kind of cost data that will be most helpful, 
and at the same time may keep its requirements in this regard at 
a minimum, and may know the extent of the labor and the approxi- 
mate expense that would be involved in obtaining such data, a con- 
ference on this subject will be held at the offices of the Commission 
= Washington, D. C., on September 20, 1927, at 10:00 a. m., standard 

me. 


HOCH-SMITH COTTON 


Hearings in No. 17000, rate structure investigation, part 3, 
cotton, and cases consolidated therewith, will be held in October 
and November. The proceeding embraces No. 18930 and ten 
sub-numbers thereunder, No. 18570, No. 18883 and a sub-number; 
No. 18932; No. 19180 and No. 19211. 

The Commission announced August 29 that the proceedings 
had been assigned for hearing before Commissioner Woodlock 
and/or Examiner G. H. Mattingly at the following times and 
places: Atlanta Biltmore Hotel, Atlanta, Ga., October 13; Hotel 
Markham, Gulfport, Miss., on the day following the termination of 
the hearing at Atlanta; California Railroad Commission Rooms, 
Sun Finance Building, Los Angeles, Calif., October 31; Lee Huck- 
ins Hotel, Oklahoma City, Okla., November 18, and Baker Hotel, 
Dallas, Tex., November 25. Continuing, the Commission said: 

The above hearings are for the purpose of receiving evidence 
on behalf of state commissions and shippers, on direct and cross ex- 
amination, except that at the hearing at Los .Angeles, which is as- 
signed particularly in connection with No. 19180, the carriers may 
also present evidence, if they so desire. If carrier evidence is to be 
presented at the Los Angeles hearing this Commission and interested 
parties should be advised of that fact well in advance of the hearing. 

Hearings for the receipt of carrier evidence will be held early 
in 1928 and timely notice of the specific dates and places will be given. 


Please refer to previous notices herein for information as to the 
scope and other features of this inquiry. 


LOCOMOTIVE CAB CASE 


The Commission has announced that the further hearing 
in No. 19299. the Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs. Aber- 
deen & Rockfish et al., scheduled for September 14 at Albany, 
N. Y., will begin instead on September 12. It said this did not 
change the time or place of the hearing previously assigned at 
Detroit, Mich., September 7. (See Traffic World, August 20, 
page 424.) 


TOLERANCE ALLOWANCE CASE 


The Commission announced September 1 that the hearing in 
I. and S. No. 2918, tolerance allowance on weighing and re- 
weighing of empty and loaded cars, assigned for September 9 at 
Chicago before Examiner Howell, had been canceled. The 
Commission was advised that the carriers would withdraw the 
schedules involved and that new schedules would be drafted. 


G. N.-N. P. UNIFICATION CASE 


Clara Hill Lindley and Erasmus C. Lindley have been per- 
mitted to intervene in finance Nos. 6409 and 6410, involving the 
applications seeking authority to unify the properties of the 
Great Northern-Northern Pacific and Spokane, Portland & Seat- 
tle railroad companies through a new company, the Great 
Northern Pacific Railway Company. Mrs. Lindley is a daugh- 
ter of the late James J. Hill. (See Traffic World, August 20, 
p. 409.) 


EASTERN SALT CASE ORDER 


In I. and S. No. 2440, salt from New York points to eastern, 
New England and Canadian points; No. 14250, Diamond Crystal 
Salt Co. et al. vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish et al., and No. 16695, 
International Salt Co., Inc., et al. vs. Adirondack & St. Lawrence 
et al., called the Eastern Salt Cases, the Commission has post- 
poned the effective date of the order from September 6 to Oc- 
tober 6, 1927. The order was assailed by the carriers who unsuc- 
cessfully sought an injunction in the federal court for the west- 
ern district of New York prohibiting its enforcement (see Traffic 
World, August 27, p. 462). It is understood the effective date of 
the order was postponed 9n account of proposed further litiga- 
tion in the courts with respect to the case. 


RAIL STOCK DIVIDENDS 
The average rate on dividend-yielding stock of Class I 
railroads, exclusive of switching and terminal companies, in 
1926 was 7.51 per cent, according to the preliminary abstract 
of statistics of Class I roads prepared by the bureau of statistics 
of the Commission. In 1925 the average rate was 6.61 per cent. 
Dividends declared in 1926 totaled $405,223,963, as compared 
with $344,120,885 in 1925. 
In 1926, according to the statistics, the dividends set forth 
were declared on common stock of par value of $4,178,660,015, 
and on preferred stock of par value of $1,217,293,400. 
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Loss and Damage Decisions 
Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright by West Publishing Co.) 





TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES 


(Supreme Court of. South Carolina.) Under the mental 
anguish statute (Civ. Code 1922, Sec. 5036), it is not necessary 
that telegrams on which action for damages for mental anguish 
is based should show on its face that it relates to sickness, to 
death, or that telegraph ‘company had notice otherwise that 
mental anguish would result from delay or nondelivery. (Melvin 
vs. Western Union Telegraph Co., 138 S. E. Rep. 673.) 

Mental anguish statute (Civ. Code 1922, Sec. 5036), relative 
to damages for mental anguish resulting from nondelivery of 
telegram, held constitutional as not in violation of due process 
and equal protection clauses of state and federal constitutions. 
—Ibid. 

In action under the mental anguish statute (Civ. Code 1922, 
Sec. 5036) for damages based on mental anguish resulting from 
nondelivery of telegram, it is not necessary to show actual dam- 
age in order to support verdict for punitive damage.—lIbid. 





Miscellaneous Decisions 


Traffic Cases Recently Decided by State and Federal Courts 


(Digests taken from Reporters and Digests of National Reporter 
System, published by West Publishing Co., St. Paul, Minn. 
Copyright by West Publishing Co.) 





REGULATION OF COMMON CARRIERS 


(Supreme Court of New Jersey.) Automobile bus or jitney 
operated on route between particular town and an industrial 
plant and carrying only employes of that plant held an “auto 
bus,” within definition contained in so-called Kates Act (P. L. 
1916, p. 283), as amended by P. L. 1926, p. 219, requiring munici- 
pal consent or license for such operation. (Doskovitch vs. Board 
of Public Utility Com’rs et al., 138 Atl. Rep. 110.) 

(Supreme Court, Appellate Division, Third Department.) An 
easement in gross is as a rule not assignable, but is personal to 
the grantee. (Atlantic Mills of Rhode Island vs. New York 
Cent. R. Co., 223 N. Y. Sup. 206.) 

An easement in gross will not be presumed, where it can 
fairly construed to be appurtenant to land.—Ibid. 

Deed conveying dock property to canal company and right 
of way for railroad tracks over grantor’s land to connect with 
railroad, grantor, its successors and assigns, to have right to 
use right of way tracks for purposes of their business, excluding 
transportation of coal, even for their own business, except that. 
grantor might transport coal purchased for its business as carried 
on at the time the deed was executed, and subjecting trackage 
rights of grantor and its successors to the same conditions as 
may be in use for the time then being in passing over the coal of 
grantee, considered exclusive of surrounding circumstances, 
conveyed easement appurtenant to land for transportation of 
coal from dock property and not easement in gross.—lIbid. 

Where deed of dock property also conveyed right of way 
easement, parties’ intent as to nature of use of easement was 
determining factor, and in ascertaining such intent regard should 
be had, not only to the language of the grant conveying such 
right of way, but any circumstances surrounding the grant which 
had a proper tendeny to show intent.—Ibid. 

Where deed granted dock property and right of way for 
railroad tracks, to canal company incorporated by Laws 1823, 
c. 238, for transporting coal from mines, and which by Laws 
1867, c. 841, was authorized to construct and operate railroads 
for sole purpose of transporting coal, held, that deed will be 
construed to have been intended to give right of way to facilitate 
transportation of coal only, and not to authorize use thereof for 
general railroad purposes, in absence of evidence showing such 
intention, regardless of whether it be considered an easement 
appurtenant to dock property, or an easement in gross.—lIbid. 

Where deed of dock property to canal company granted right 
of way for railroad tracks to connect with railroad, grantor and 
its successors to have right to use such tracks, and canal com- 
pany for 26 years failed to construct tracks, and thereafter con- 
veyed dock property with purported right of way to grantee, 
who did not construct tracks for 14 years more, held, right of 
way was lost by abandonment.—Ibid. 

Right of way, lost by abandonment, could not thereafter be 
restored by use.—Ibid. 

Where right of way for railroad tracks crossing grantor’s 
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property contained in deed of dock property was intended to be 
used solely in connection with dock property, delay in suing to 
enjoin use of right of way for purposes not authorized by deed 
held not to bar equitable relief, where grantee’s successor made 
no expenditure on faith of its lease, which attempted to give it 
right of way severed from dock property.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Ohio.) Motor Transportation Act (Gen. 
Code, Sec. 614-84 et seq.) is designed to secure necessary and 
convenient motor transportation service to public, and rights 
conferred on recipient of certificate of convenience and necessity 
are only such as are incident to accomplishing object, and is 
granted for public benefit. (Johnson vs. Public Utilities Com- 
mission of Ohio, 157 N. E. Rep. 475.) 

Where Public Utilities Commission has made selection be- 
tween two or more persons, either or all of whom are qualified 
to operate motor transportation company, and has not abused 
its discretion,in making selection, finding and order is neither 
unreasonable nor unlawful.—lIbid. 

(Supreme Court of Ohio.) Right of transit company to 
operate 18 passenger bus, determined in prior proceedings be- 
tween same parties involving right to operate such bus, held 
adjudicated, where no rehearing on such point was asked or 
granted, as regards subsequent application to cancel certificate 
of convenience and necessity issued such company. (Scioto 
Valley Ry. & Power Co. vs. Public Utilities Commission of Ohio, 
157 N. E. Rep. 475.) 

Deliberate violation of an order of the Supreme Court con- 
stitutes good ground for cancellation of certificate to operate 
motor bus lines.—Ibid. 

Supreme court will take judicial notice that 7-passenger 
motor bus is vehicle distinct and different from 16-passenger 
motor bus.—Ibid. 

In proceeding to cancel certificate of transit company to oper- 
ate motor bus line, order to use 7-passenger busses held not com- 
plied with by using 16-passenger busses with 9 individual seats 
removed, since removal of seats does not change 16-passenger 
car to 7-passenger car.—Ibid. 

(Supreme Court of Washington.) PER CURIAM. This is 
a companion case to State ex rel. H. E. Byram et al. vs. Depart- 
ment of Public Works, 257, p. 634. The same questions are in- 
volved, and by agreement of counsel the same arguments were 
to apply to both cases. In accordance with our opinion in that 
case, the judgment of the lower court is affirmed. (Northern 
Pacific Railway Company, Appellant, vs. Department of Public 
Works of Washington, Respondent, 257 Pac. Rep. 636.) 

(Court of Appeals’ of Kentucky.) Street railway company 
held authorized, as taxpayer of city, to maintain suit to restrain 
operation of bus line over city streets without franchise, suing 
for itself and for the use and benefit of other taxpayers. (Peo- 
ple’s Transit Co. vs. Louisville Ry. Co., 295 S. W. Rep. 1055.) 

Street railway, which had obtained franchise pursuant to 
Const. Sec. 164, held entitled to maintain suit to restrain opera- 
tion of bus line not complying with such law, on ground that 
competing carrier on highways between fixed termini may main- 
tain action to prevent rival transportation company from opera- 
ting similar and competing business without obtaining right to 
do so as prescribed by law.—lIbid. 

Street railway, operating bus lines on some streets without 
obtaining specific franchise, is not precluded by “clean hands” 
doctrine from bringing suit to enjoin operation of another bus 
line for failure to obtain franchise.—Ibid. 

Bus line, operating on city street, held required to obtain 
franchise as provided in Const. Sec. 164; “franchise” being pri- 
vilege of doing something, which does not belong to citizens 
generally by common right, since services rendered, rather than 
facilities employed, determine whether such section is applica- 
ble.—Ibid. 


In interpretation of Constitution, intention of makers, as 
gathered from employed language and purpose to be accomp- 
lished, should be applied.—Ibid. 

In arriving at intention of makers of Constitution, courts 
are not confined to actual words employed, but to effectuate 
evident purpose intended to be accomplished analogous situa- 
tions and facts may be a considered.—Ibid. 

It is duty of Appellate court to decide case before it and 
take care of consequences afterwards.—lIbid. 

(Court of Appeals of Kentucky.) For question of correct 
interstate freight charge to be for exclusive consideration by 
Interstate Commerce Commission, there must be disputed ques- 
tion affecting classification and rates, of such nature that courts 
and juries might reasonably disagree, and requiring in its solu- 
tion exercise of expert knowledge of facts and practices on which 
classification is based. (Walters vs. Louisville & N. Ry. Co., 
295 S. W. Rep. 1010.) 

If mere mathematical calculation will determine correct in- 
terstate freight charge, question is not exclusively for Interstate 
Commerce Commission, and there is nothing to deprive proper 
court, state or federal, of jurisdiction to find facts for correct 
basis of calculation and give judgment accordingly.—Ibid. 

Where there was no dispute as to correct classification ‘of 
interstate shipment or rates applicable thereto, only disputed 
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questions being weight of any single article and application of 
tariffs in such classification thereto, no administrative question 
for solution exclusively by Interstate Commerce Commission was 
involved, so as to deprive state court of jurisdiction; there being 
no question requiring expert knowledge, nor one about which 
juries or courts might reasonably disagree.—lIbid. 

Motion for new trial held unnecessary to present question 
whether court or Interstate Commerce Commission had jurisdic- 
tion to determine correct interstate freight charge.—lIbid. 


W. & L. E. DIRECTOR CASE 


In a brief on behalf of Daniel Willard, president, George M. 
Shriver, vice-president, and Newton D. Baker, director, of the 
Baltimore & Ohio, in the finance proceedings involving applica- 
tions to hold the position of director of the Wheeling and Lake 
Erie Railway Company, it is stated that approval of the appli- 
cations of Messrs. Willard, Shriver and Baker will not ad- 
versely affect either public or private interests and that the ap- 
plication should therefore be granted, for the following reasons: 


1. The transportation act of 1920 requires consolidation of rail- 
roads into a limited number of systems. 

2. The Baltimore & Ohio, in response to a public demand, and 
to an informal request from members of the Commission, joined with 
other principal railroads in the eastern district in an effort to formu- 
late a plan for a limited number of systems in that district. 

3. The principles which guided in the recommendation of four 
systems, the advantages of four systems, and the approximate 
equality of the four systems recommended in mileage, property invest- 
ment, gross revenue, net railway operating income and rate of return 
are shown and are in the public interest. 

The evidence discloses sound reasons for the recommendation 
of four systems in the eastern district. If a greater number were 
attempted, it would not be possible for some of them to compete 
with systems now operating in that district. Equality of opportunity, 
without which sound enduring systems may not be assured, is to be 
found in the four system plan. 

5. There is a natural relationship between the a & Lake 
Erie and the Baltimore & Ohio, New York Central, and Nickel Plate, 
which is recognized and preserved by the four system plan. 

6. The shares of stock of the Wheeling & Lake Erie were pur- 
chased as a step in the realization of the four system plan. 

. 2 he transportation act requires that in the consolidation of 
railroads into a limited number of systems competition shall be pre- 
served as far as possible, but the Commission has recognized that no 
consolidation can be effected which does not to some extent inter- 
fere with competition as previously existing. 

8. Though competition exists between the Wheeling & Lake 
Erie and the Baltimore & Ohio, there is no evidence of an attempt or 
intent to suppress that competition. On the contrary, competition 
between the two railroads has been increased. 

9. Even if it be assumed that competition between the Wheeling 
& Lake Erie and the Baltimore & Ohio might be entirely suppressed, 
there would still remain competition between the Baltimore & Ohio 
and other railroads at all important points, and also competition be- 
tween the Baltimore & Ohio and New York Central and Nickel Plate. 

10. Even if some lessening of competition be assumed, a stronger 
and healthier form of competition is substituted. 

11. There is no evidence of act or intent or power to substantially 
lessen competition and the Clayton act is therefore not applicable. 
The mere possibility of lessening competition cannot be taken as pro- 
hibited by that act or to prevent the consolidation of railroads into a 
liimited number of systems. 

12. There is no purpose to in any wise impair the traffic routes 
for which claim is made by the Wabash and by the Pittsburgh & 
West Virginia. The claims of those two railroads, carried to their 
logical conclusion, would prevent smaller roads, and the public de- 
pendent upon them, from obtaining the benefits of association with 
oe systems which it is the purpose of the transportation act 
to give. 


The other applicants to hold positions with the Wheeling 
& Lake Erie are P. E. Crowley, A. H. Harris and W. S. Hay- 
den, of the New York Central, and Walter L. Ross, of the 
Nickel Plate. The Baltimore & Ohio, the New York Central, 
and the Nickel Plate each acquired stock of the Wheeling & 
Lake Erie. The Baltimore & Ohio owns 38,397 shares of the 
7 per cent prior lien stock, 4,934 shares of the 6 per cent non- 
cumulative preferred stock and 56,000 shares of the common 
stock of the Wheeling & Lake Erie. The New York Central 
owns 38,398 shares of the prior lien stock, 4,933 shares of the 
preferred stock and 56,000 shares of the common stock, of the 
Wheeling & Lake Erie, and the Nickel Plate owns 38,398 shares 
of the prior lien stock, 4,933 shares of the preferred stock and 
56,000 shares of the common stock of the Wheeling & Lake 
Erie. 

The Baltimore & Ohio officials said in their brief, with re- 
spect to the four system plan, that about the time that hear- 
ings were held on the tentative consolidation plan of the Com- 
mission, the Pennsylvania, New York Central, Nickel Plate and 
Baltimore & Ohio held a series of conferences in an effort to 
harmonize differences of opinion that had developed in the 
hearings and it was finally thought that an agreement had been 
reached providing for four principal groups of carriers within 
the Eastern region. The Baltimore & Ohio, New York Central 
and Nickel Plate were willing to accept the plan but the Penn- 
sylvania was not wholly in accord with the other carriers, ac- 
cording to the brief. However, the brief continued, the Balti- 
more & Ohio, New York Central and Nickel Plate “are com- 
mitted, in general terms, to the principles embodied in the 
plan.” In this plan it was suggested that the Wheeling & Lake 
Erie be owned jointly by the three purchasing lines. It was in 
furtherance of this plan that the Baltimore & Ohio purchased 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 








Vol. XL, No. 10 





an interest in the Wheeling & Lake Erie, according to the 
brief. 


LUMBER SHIPMENTS 


Substantial increases in shipments and new business, with 
production about the same, in the activities of the organized 
lumber industry for the week ended August 27, when compared 
with the previous week, was indicated by reports received by 
the National Lumber Manufacturers’ Association from 353 of the 
larger commercial softwood, and 137 of the chief hardwood, 
lumber mills of the country. The disparity in the number of 
mills reporting, however, makes it difficult to give accurate 
comparisons. 


The 335 comparably reporting softwood mills showed a slight 
decrease in production, a nominal increase in shipments and 
new business about the same, when compared with reports from 
349 mills for the preceding week. In comparison with the same 
period a year ago, when, however, 25 more mills reported, pro- 
duction was about the same, a slight decrease in shipments and 
a marked decrease in new business. 

The 137 hardwood operations showed production about the 
same, and slight decreases in shipments and new business this 
week, when compared with reports from 149 mills for the pre- 
vious week. In comparison with the same period a year ago, 
when reports were received from only 108 mills, there were con- 
siderable increases in production and new business, with ship- 
ments about the same. 

The following table compares the lumber movement, as 
reflected by the reporting mills of seven softwood, and two 
hardwood, regional associations, for the three weeks indicated; 
000’s omitted: 


Corresponding Preceding Wk., 

Past Week Week, 1926 1927 (Revised) 

Soft- Hard- Soft- Hard- Soft- Hard- 

wood wood wood wood wood wood 

TE bait ecaccas 335 137 360 108 349 149 

Production ....246,108 21,948 243,870 16,269 252,406 22,828 

Shipments ..... 248,498 18,999 253,632 19,269 243,527 20,526 
Orders (New 

ae 237,227 22,938 253,413 18,616 238,905 24,108 


Because of fluctuations in the number of West Coast mills 
reporting this year, softwood comparisons between 1927 and 1926 
are without significance. 


FRUIT AND VEGETABLE SHIPMENTS 


Shipments of leading lines of fruits and vegetables the 
week ended August 27 totaled 18,096 cars as compared with 
18,345 cars (revised) the preceding week and 24,303 cars in the 
corresponding period of 1926, according to the weekly state- 
ment of the Bureau of Agricultural Economics of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 


“Carlot movement seemed unable to rally to its usual late- 
August volume,” said the bureau. “Sharp gains were noted for 
potatoes, onions, grapes, plums and prunes, but these were off- 
set by the decreasing shipments of peaches, watermelons, 
oranges, pears and cantaloupes. 


“The big rush of California grape shipments is about to 
begin. From three to five thousand cars per week usually are 
moving by the first of September, with shipments gaining al- 
most continuously during that month.” 


The bureau said estimated production of 2,316,000 tons of 
grapes in California this season was divided as follows: 455,000 
tons of wine grapes; 488,000 tons of table grapes, and 1,373,000 
tons of raisin grapes on a fresh basis. This would be 10 per 
cent more wine grapes than last year, 27 per cent more table 
grapes, but only 4 per cent more of the raisin varieties, accord- 
ing to the bureau. 


“California growers are being urged locally to ship only 
good quality fruit and to restrict peak shipments to 800 cars 
daily, with no picking or shipping on Sundays,” said the bureau. 

Shipments of fruits and vegetables the week ended August 
27 were reported as follows: 


Apples, 820 cars; cabbage, 358 cars; cantaloupes, 1,231 cars; cauli- 
flower, 43 cars; celery, 102 cars; cherries, 4 cars; cucumbers, 71 cars; 
eggplant, 5 cars; ——— 8 cars; pes, 1,937 cars; green peas, 
51 cars; lemons, 109 cars; lettuce, 872 cars; miscellaneous melons, 
146 cars; mixed citrus fruit, 26 cars; mixed deciduous fruit, 411 cars; 
mixed vegetables, 705 cars; onions, 598 cars; pears, 1,634 cars; im- 
ports, 1 car; oranges, 640 cars; peaches, 1,988 cars; peppers, 22 cars; 
plums and prunes, 634 cars; string beans, 18 cars; sweet potatoes, 
565 cars; tomatoes, 237 cars; watermelons, 606’ cars; potatoes, 4,255 
cars. 





DETROIT TRANSPORTATION MAP 


A map of Detroit and evirons has been completed with a 
novel arrangement showing the transportation facilities. Through 
cooperation of the carriers serving Detroit with the traffic- 
transportation department of the Detroit Board of Commerce, all 
transportation companies are indicated by symbols. The loca- 
tion and capacity of team tracks and yard facilities and the 
method for interchanging freight are made prominent features. 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


Coordinated Terminal Services 


Ninth of a Series of Fourteen Articles on This Subject, Written for The Traffic World by 
G. Lloyd Wilson, Ph.D., Assistant Professor of Commerce and 
Transportation, University of Pennsylvania 


The Canadian Cartage Service 


In all the important cities of eastern Canada, a compre- 
hensive cartage service is maintained to haul merchandise or 
package freight to and from the warehouses of shippers and 
consignees and the freight stations. The service is provided for 
and governed by the carriers’ tariffs. It is extended to all mer- 
chandise or package freight except that specifically excluded by 
the tariffs, and is applied to both carload and less than carload 
freight of this sort. 

Terminal cartage service is automatically extended to all 
except the consignees who have notified the carriers’ agents of 
their intention to do their own trucking. As soon as the freight 
comes in to the destination stations it is turned over by the 
rail carriers to the truckmen, who deliver it directly to 
the consignees. No arrival notices are sent to the consignees, 
the freight being delivered, as a rule, before such notices could 
be received. The shipments are billed to the destination sta- 
tions. Here the hauling companies obtain receipts for the goods, 
collect the charges due from the consignees, and settle for the 
accounts with the railroads. At each freight station a hauling 
superintendent attends to freight as it arrives, dispatching trucks 
and teams loaded with goods directly from the freight cars to 
consignees located within certain areas or zones. The freight 
is thus handled with little delay and in trucks usually loaded 
to capacity. 

A shipper wishing outbound freight picked up telephones 
the central office of the hauling company in his city, stating the 


Table No. 1 


CHARGES FOR CARTAGE SERVICE—CANADA 
a neuer aianee 20 


Charges in cents per hundred pounds 
1855-1892 No charge 
Wocte cccak iT OR dy 
L 
*1908-1912 2 2 2 2 2 
1912-1913 2% 21% 2% 2% 
Arrangement cancelled in Western Canada. 
Varying charges in Eastern Canadian cities, 
paid by shippers and consignees. Shown in 
addition to line rates on traiffs of the car- 
riers. 


minimum 15c 


1913-Date 


*Railroads paid cartage companies 2%c per cwt. 





amount of freight to be moved and the time at which it will be 
available. The pick-up orders are consolidated by the dispatch- 
ing office and trucks are sent to the district to pick up all the 
freight from all the shippers in the respective zones. Bills of 
lading, executed by the trucking companies as agents of the 
carriers, are tendered the shippers. Orders for trucks are usually 
accepted up to 3 p. m. for each day and all outbound loads are 
delivered to the rail stations before 5 p. m. Orders for cartage 
service received after 3 p. m. are filled the next day. 


The Origin of the Service 


The Canadian cartage system follows the plan that has 
always prevailed in Great Britain, the elements of which were 
discussed in Article No. 8, of this series. The service was in- 
augurated about 1855, at the time the Grand Trunk Railway was 
opening its line to commerce. 

The Canadian railways at first undertook the performance of 
cartage service free of charge and, in fact, until 1892, they made 
no charge for cartage service. In 1893, the increased costs of 
cartage led them to add 1% cents for each 100 pounds, classes 
1 to 4, and 1 cent for 5th class, Canadian classification, for 
cartage to their line haul rates. In 1903, the cartage service 
charges were made the same for all five classes, each class of 
freight paying 1% cents a hundred pounds. 

In 1908, the charge was increased to 2 cents, subject to a 
minimum of 15 cents a shipment. At this time, the railways 
were paying the cartage companies which actually performed 
the service at Montreal, for example, 2%4 cents a hundred pounds 
for their services. In 1912, the railways applied to the Board of 
Railway Commissioners for authority to raise the tariff of cartage 
charges to 3 cents, with a minimum of 20 cents a shipment. The 
evidence of the cartatge companies showed that their costs of 
rendering the service had increased greatly; but the Board of 
Railway Commissioners, instead of allowing the full increase 
requested, allowed the railways to collect 2% cents a hundred 


pounds, leaving the minimum charge for shipments unchanged 
at 15 cents. 

The railways then contended that the increased cartage 
charge allowed them in 1912 did not adequately compensate them 
for the amounts they had to pay the cartage companies. When 
the class tariffs to western Canadian points were reissued, follow- 


Table No. 2 


TYPICAL CARTAGE CHARGES 


Stations Cartage Company (1) (2) (3) 

Montreal Terminals 
(Montreal, At- 
water, Hockelaga, 
Mile End and St. 
Henri) 


Toronto Terminals 
(Toronto, N. To- 
ronto, Don, Lea- 
side, Parkdale, W. 
Toronto, Ont.).. 


Dominion Trans- 


.Dominion Trans- 
port C 

Adam Taylor 
Sons 


Chatham, Ont 


Gulph, London, Ot- 
tawa, O : Dominion Trans- 
St. Hyacinthe, Que. port Co 
St. Thomas, Ont...St. Thomas Cart- 
age C 
Three Rivers, Que.Dominion Trans- 


Bothwell, Ont.. 

Glencoe, “ont Mc 

Thamesville, “B. 

Tilbury, eee ‘Mol-cod Bros. Cart- 
age Co 

Hamilton, Ont 


Windsor, Ont 


Compan 
.» Windsor Truck & 
Storage Co 


(1) L., cents per 100 lbs. 

(2) L i L., cents per 100 lbs. 

(3) Small minimum charge in cents for any one consignment, 
300 lbs. and under 

(4) Small a charge in cents for any one consignment, 
over 300 Ibs. 





ing the Board’s decision in the Regina rate case of 1912, the 
freight rates in western Canada were published exclusive of 
cartage. Shippers and consignees in that part of the country 
were obliged to make arrangements for their own cartage. At 
the same time, the railways arranged that, when cartage service 
was rendered by certain designated cartage companies, the 
cartage charges would be billed forward on outbound business 
to be collected from the consignees. In adopting this practice of 
limiting the privilege of having charges billed forward for the 
account specified cartage companies at the various points, the 


Table No. 3 


CARTAGE CHARGES PUBLISHED BY CANADIAN 
NATIONAL RAILWAYS TARIFF 


Station 1 (3) 
Montreal 5 f 30 
Toronto, Don, Parkdale and West 

Toronto 4 30 
Guelph, London, Ottawa, St. Hy- 

achinthe, Chatham and St. 

Thomas 4 30 
Windsor and Walkerville 1 35 
Brantford, Hamilton and _ St. 

Catharines ° 
Sarnia 
Valleyfield hb, 3 


(1) Carload, cents per 100 pounds. (2) Less carloads, cents 
per 100 pounds. (3) Smalls, minimum charge in cents for any 
one consignment, 300 pounds and under. (4) Smalls, minimum 
charge in cents for any one consignment, over 300 pounds. 


From: Item No. 15, Canadian National Railways Tariff of 
Special ss = and Charges, C. N. Rys. Tariff No. 
145, I. C. C. No. EB. 269, C. R. C. No. E. 1205, Effective May 14, 


1927 





railways took the stand that it would be impossible to let all the 
isolated movements by private carters participate in the arrange- 
ment, because of the increased bookkeeping expense it would 
entail. The consignees objected to the railways’ billing forward 
the cartage charge for services performed at the points of ship- 
ment. Many claimed that, if cartage charges at the points of 
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EXPEDITE YOUR TRAFFIC 


Eliminate Congested Classification Yards 
Avoid Rough Handling 
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Encourage Your Customers’ Patronage 
By Seeing That They Are Given the 
BEST TRANSPORTATION SERVICE AVAILABLE 





GOOD TRANSPORTATION is a most important feature in merchandising. 


No railroad is better situated to render the highest type of transportation 
service than the Chicago South Shore and South Bend Railroad. 


POOLE BROS. INC.,CHICAGO, 


The South Shore Line offers a new avenue of traffic from west to east and from 
east to west. 


Through its connection with the N. Y. C. & St. L. (L. E. & W. District), at 
Michigan City, Ind., the South Shore Line has built the foundation for an ever increas- 
ing volume of traffic, from satisfied shippers who appreciate the efficient manner in 
which their freight is handled. 


The Chicago South Shore and South Bend Railroad, electrically operated, con- 
nects through the various belt railroads to all western lines at Chicago as follows: 


E. J. & E. - - : : - Goff Junction, Gary, Ind. 
I. H. B. - - : - . East Chicago, Ind. 
B.&0.C.T. - : : - Hammond, Ind. 

Illinois Central - : - Kensington, Ill. 

Pullman R. R. - - - - Kensington, Il 

Belt R. R. of Chicago - - through Pullman R. R. 
CRL&P. - . - - through Pullman R. R. 


Route your freight over the Chicago South Shore and South Bend Railroad and 
watch the difference. 


Chicago South Shore and South Bend Railroad 


CHICAGO OFFICE OFF-LINE AGENCIES 
Room pe 79 West ames Street SOUTH BEND OFFICE Fi Sart Fe, § G. A me adore ids. 
F. W. Shappert, Ass’t to the Vice-Pres. Telephene Linesin 5764 Bide., Bteee Mich., Teloohone’ Em! Empire 6640 
Wm. Petersen, Traffic Manager A. W. Oberfell, General Freight Agent Ernest Irber, G. A., 316 Corn Exchange Bldg. 
C. L. Binger, Ass’t Gen. Frt. Agt. R. E. Frantz, Traffic Representative 2 om apelis, a es Mio 
W. R. Jones, Commercial Agt. "Kansas Oity, Ma. ‘Telephone Views ost” 


(SEE MAP OF CONNECTIONS ON OPPOSITE PAGE) 
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origin were expenses in connection with the sale of the goods, 
they should be covered by the invoice prices of the goods. It 
was urged that, while cartage service was a convenience, it was 
not a railway service under the terms of the railway act. 

The railways proposed to cancel all cartage tariffs effective 
October 1, 1913, because they wished to terminate at that time 
the contracts they had made with the cartage companies. The 
railways stated in this connection that, while in the past they 
had been absorbing part of the charge, the service was not a 
railway service, but one that had been given to relieve the 
general transportation situation and was, therefore, for the 
convenience of the public. Negotiations were entered into, how- 
ever, which led to the continuation of the service on new rates 
and at the expense of the shippers. 

The Board of Railway Commissioners held that cartage was 
not a railway service and that, while the cartage rates are quoted 
in the tariffs filed with the board, it had no jurisdiction over the 
cartage companies performing the cartage services. Hence, the 
board had no control over cartage rates. The railway companies 
may, of their own accord, arrange with cartage companies for 
the performance of the service on certain terms, yet the board 
cannot compel the railways to make arrangements for cartage 
services with bodies over which it has no control whatever. 

The figures in the statement shown in Table Nox 1 indicate 
the movement of cartage rates as charged between 1855 and 1913. 


Present Service and Charges 


The railway companies have made arrangements with cart- 
age companies by which the latter collect freight and bring it 
to the railway freight stations from business premises. With 
certain exceptions, all package or merchandise freight hauled by 
the railway lines is carted by these companies. The cartage com- 
panies also distribute from the railway freight stations any 
similar freight to be carried to the stores or warehouses of 
consignees. 


In the case of the Canadian Pacific, the cartage agent for 
the majority of the large cities in eastern Canada is the Dominion 
Transport Company, and for the Canadian National the agent is 
the Shedden Company, though the railway company also has its 
own trucks engaged in this service. The contracts between the 
railway companies and the cartage companies are private and 
not subject to control by the Board of Railway Commissioners. 

The subject of a cartage charge is not under the jurisdiction 
of the board, as has been said, and the question as to whether 
the consignees should or should not pay cartage is a matter of 
contract between shippers and consignees. Whether the shipper 
or the consignee should pay the cartage charges depends on 
the terms of the contract. The schedule of charges that the 
railway companies may collect for cartage service is part of 
the regular railway tariffs. 

Shippers and consignees are not compelled to have their 
cartage done by these railway agents; they may use their own 
teams or trucks. But, on account of the fine organization of the 
cartage companies for rendering this service expeditiously and 
economically, most of this work—fully 80 per cent—is done by 
the cartage companies as agents of the railways. The same 
cartage company may have trucks delivering outbound freight 
to the railway freight shed and other trucks at other doors 
taking away inbound freight to be delivered to consignees’ doors. 
In this way the terminals are not used as storage warehouses 
to any great extent, but are kept cleared of either outbound 
or inbound freight. Outbound freight is usually loaded into the 
cars direct from the trucks, and inbound freight, similarly, is 
taken from the cars and delivered to the respective consignees 
without going through the railway freight shed. 


Through this system of hauling most of the freight by the 
vehicles of the cartage companies, the congestion of the railway 
yards is prevented and the streets leading to and from these 
yards are not overcrowded by the multitude of vehicles that 
would otherwise be engaged in this service. If each con- 
cern were to send its own team or truck with or for its 
freight, as in the United States at present, there would be a 
congestion that would be almost intolerable. Due largely to the 
efficiency of the Canadian cartage system, the railway yards 
and the adjacent streets are perfectly orderly, even at seasons 
when there is a great rush of business. 

Cartage service is not provided in western Canada, the por- 
tion of the country west of Port Arthur or Fort William, at the 
head of Lake Superior, but is furnished only at the most im- 
portant cities in Ontario and Quebec. At all other places the 
shipper or consignee must provide for his own transportation 
to or from the railway station. 

The rates published in the freight tariffs of the railway 
companies and their connections are exclusive of cartage. 

In the case of the Canadian Pacific, arrangements for cartage 
service are made effective from and to the stations mentioned 
in the tariff. The rates for such service must be collected in 
addition to the freight charges from consignees or, in the case 
of prepaid freight, from shippers. The charges specified include 





18tatement of Professor W. T. Jackson, University of Toronto, 
Toronto, Ontario. 
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only the cost of carting between railway terminals and on wagon- 
side at shippers’ or consignees’ place of business.’ 

The charges shown in the accompanying tables are collected 
on the first, second, third, fourth and fifth class freight as rated 
by Canadian Freight Classification No. 17. Freight carried under 
the Canadian Freight Classification, classified less than fifth 
class, and freight carried under classifications that may classify 
the freight fifth class or higher, but which is lower than 
fifth class in the Canadian Freight Classification, is carried at 
rates exclusive of cartage. 

Cartage charges are collected on the basis of actual weight, 
subject to the minimum provided in the Canadian Freight 
Classification. 

Freight Excluded from Participation in the Service 

The normal cartage charges shown in tables 2 and 3 do not 

apply to the following sorts of freight: 


(1) Freight carried at rating lower than 5th class in the Canadian 
Freight Classification. 

2) Freight carried under other classifications that may be classi- 
fied therein fifth class or higher but lower than fifth class in Canadian 
Freight Classification. 

(3 hipments weighing 2,000 pounds or more a piece or package. 

(4) Freight in bulk carloads, classified fifth class or higher in 
the Canadian Freight Classification. 

(5) Freight for delivery to a private house. 

The shipper or consignee makes his own arrangements with 
the cartage companies for the handling of the articles excluded. 
The excluded articles include a fairly wide range of goods such 
as acid in carboys or demijohns, agricultural implements, ash 
sifters, baby carriages, boats, brooders, caskets and coffins, char- 
coal, coke, cream separators, doors, window frames and screens, 
dynamos, eave troughing, empty containers, feathers, furniture, 
and similar dangerous, light but bulky and fragile goods.’ 

In order to find out the cartage charges on freight covered 
by these exceptions, application must be made to the cartage 
companies themselves. 

Freight in carloads covered by any of the exceptions is sub- 
ject to car demurrage rules as published by the railway com- 
panies in their tariffs. 

The system of store door service has many advocates among 
railroad men, shippers and consignees, and transportation ex- 
perts, not only in Canada but in the United States. 

Professor W. T. Jackman, of the University of Toronto, an 
eminent transportation authority in the Dominion, says of the 
Canadian cartage service: 


Store door delivery or cartage service in Canada is the normal 
way of handling freight to or from the terminals and the system 
has so many advantages for all concerned that we are greatly sur- 
prised that it has not been adopted long ago in the United States. 
However, even business practices and methods have a habit of per- 
sistent tenacity. 


2C. P. R. Tariff, BE. 4050; C. R. C. No. E. 4126; I. C. C. No. B. 2295. 
3See Item No. 15, Exceptions, C. N. Rys. Tariff No. C. R. 145, for 
complete list. 


REDUCED LUMBER RATES 


The Southern Hardwood Traffic Association announces the 
receipt of supplements to C. & O. tariffs which contain the 
reduced rates to Washington, D. C., and Potomac Yard, Va., and 
to all points in Central Freight Association territory (see Traffic 
World, Aug. 20, p. 420). The rates will become effective Sep- 
tember first. The following tabulation shows the old and new 
rates and the amount of reduction from Nallen and Rainelle, 
W. Va., to some of the larger consuming points north of the 
Ohio River: 


Amt. of Re- 

To Old Rate New Rate duction 
I SUL irane's, cose Sad esraeis. peat aelnee 28l4c 28c 4c 
EE ne cena kdrnbabbnwnh 2816 28¢ tee 
Ge I, Sawer cies cececucuceseelctions 36c 3446c 19° 
eo ee ae ee er ee ee 39c 374ec lec 


CONDITION OF EQUIPMENT 

Freight cars in need of repair on August 15 totaled 148,346, 
or 6.5 per cent of the number on line, according to reports filed 
by the carriers with the car service division of the American 
Railway Association. This was an increase of 2,756 cars above 
the number reported on August 1, at which time there were 
145,590, or 6.38 per cent. It was, however, a decrease of 21,419 
cars compared with the same date last year. Freight cars 
in need of heavy repair on August 15 totaled 104,509, or 4.6 
per cent, an increase of 1,191 compared with August 1, while 
freight cars in need of light repair totaled 43,837, or 1.9 per cent, 
an increase of 1,565 compared with August 1. 


TELEPHONE COMPANY EARNINGS 


Large telephone companies had an aggregate operating in- 
come of $117,396,314 for the six months ended with June as 
compared with $103,233,939 for the corresponding period of 1926, 
an increase of 13.7 per cent, according to the monthly state- 
ment prepared by the bureau of statistics of the Commission 
from reports of 79 companies. For June the operating income 
was $19,478,379, an increase of 10.4 per cent over that for June, 
1926. At the end of June the number of company stations in 
service was 14,386,739, an increase of 6 per cent over the num- 
ber at the end of June, 1926. 
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Express Company Starts Air Service 
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LOADING EXPRESS AT CHICAGO FOR DALLAS 


The importance of the airplane in transportation was mate- 
rially augmented when the calendar sheet in well regulated 
offices showed September 1. On that day the American Railway 
Express inaugurated air express service extending from Boston 
to Los Angeles. The same day marked the turning over of the 
last of the government operated air mail services to private 
enterprise, and certain passenger carrying air services were 
begun. 

The express service will operate over the line of the Colo- 
nial Air Transportation, Inc., between Boston and New York; 
National Air Transport, Inc., from New York to Chicago and 
Chicago to Dallas; Doeing Air Express, between Chicago and 
San Francisco; and the Western Air Express, between Salt Lake 
City and Los Angeles. National Air Transport took over the 
government operated mail route between Chicago and New York 
at midnight, August 31. With the inauguration of the new ser- 
vices September 1, which included the establishment of passen- 
ger service between Chicago and Dallas, the National Air 
Transport, Inc., became the largest operator of aircraft in the 
country, and second in the world only to the Deutsche Lufth- 
ansa in Germany, it was said. 

Express and mail service will be combined and, in the in- 
Stance of the passenger service between Chicago and Dallas, 


that will be combined with the two. The express service sched- 
ules include one plane daily, each way, between Boston and New 
York, two planes daily, each way, between New York and Chi- 
cago, one plane daily, each way, between Chicago and Dallas, 
one plane daily, each way, between Chicago and San Francisco, 
and one plane daily, each, way, between Salt Lake City and 
Los Angeles. It will include overnight service between Chicago 
and New York, and from two to three days between New York 
and San Francisco. 

Rates are based on cents a quarter pound with a minimum 
charge a package of $1. The rate a quarter pound ranges from 
25 cents between Chicago and New York to 75 cents between 
Boston and Los Angeles. The rate of 75 cents a quarter pound 
from Boston is blanketed from Cheynne, Wyo., west. The 75 
cent blanket applies from other origins, when something like 
similar distances are reached. The service includes collection 
and delivery of packages on the same basis as the railway ex- 
press and the limitations on the class of business accepted are 
roughly as follows: Shipments valued in excess of $5,000; 
packages weighing in excess of 200 pounds; packages of extreme 
bulk; explosives or articles of an inflammable nature; and live 
freight or fragile articles liable to damage from shock are not 
received. 





STEEL LINE UPSETS COASTAL TRADE 


The Traffic World New York Bureau 


__ The Bethlehem Steel Corporation has definitely allied itself 
with Moore and McCormack in the formation of an intercoastal 
service to be operated as the Calmar Line. Effective September 
2, this company has started a fortnightly service to Baltimore, 
Philadelphia, Los Angeles, San Francisco, Seattle, and other 
Pacific Coast ports with a fleet of ten freighters, aggregating 
approximately 75,000 tons. 


This fleet will place the new service among the inter- 
coastal leaders and is made up of five ships recently acquired 
from the Garland Line, three owned by Moore and McCormack, 
and one by the Ore Steamship Corporation, a subsidiary of 
Bethlehem Steel. 


This move by Bethlehem Steel means that it has decided 
to control the movement of its own products and the Calmar 
Line, for which Moore and McCormack will act as general 


agents, will move all or most of its products between the* coasts. 
Returning eastward, the ships will load lumber and general 
merchandise. 


Heretofore, Bethlehem Steel has been shipping its products 
on the intercoastal lines of private operators, but it is under- 
stood that the rates drawn up by the recently formed Inter- 
coastal Conference of these operators resulted in Bethlehem 
Steel deciding to enter into a direct arrangement with an inde- 
pendent service. 


This decision is also said to have been further influenced 
by the action of the Isthmian Line, a subsidiary of the United 
States Steel Corporation, and the Argonaut Line, of which 
James A. Farrell is the head, in remaining outside the new 
conference. These two services move huge quantities of United 
States Steel shipments in the intercoastal and Far East trades. 

The Calmar Line is not a member of the Intercoastal Con- 
ference, and its entry into the trade has caused apprehension 
among the conference members. 
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The Intercoastal Conference was recently formed after sev- 
eral years of effort to bring about stability in a trade which 
was disorganized as a result of the old conference and non- 
conference groups which, because of lack of co-operation, kept 
the rates at a low level. 

The two factions finally agreed to band into one confer- 
ence with the result that every important operator, with the 
exception of the Isthmian, Argonaut, and Panama Mail lines, 
is now operating under an agreement to quote tariffs drawn 
up by its intercoastal expert, Robert C. Thackara. e 

With the formation of the new conference, rates on various 
commodities were increased and became effective August 1. 
It was predicted that the troubles in the trade were over, but 
recent events, including the Calmar Line’s plans, have cast a 
shadow over the conference lines, which are not only faced with 
the loss of much of Bethlehem’s products, but the additional loss 
of whatever cargo the line picks up on the Pacific Coast for its 
return east. 

With the announcement that the Bethlehem Steel Company 
will enter the intercoastal trade, an official of one of the inter- 
coastal lines points out that there were 128 ships of 1,195,013 
deadweight tons in the trade when the new conference was 
formed. This floating equipment alone represented an invest- 
ment of approximately $40,000,000, and did not include the 
Gulf-Pacific tonnage, nor the Dollar round-the-world passenger 
liners, partially engaged in the intercoastal trade. 

Since then, twenty ships or more, of an average of 8,000 
tons, have been added to the coast-to-coast fleet. They repre- 
sent more than $6,000,000 in capital. The question is whether, 
when 128 ships costing $40,000,000 did not pay dividends, 150 
ships costing close to $50,000,000 can be made to pay. 


INCREASE IN FULL CARGO RATES 


The Trafic World New York Bureau 


Quiet strength in the full cargo markets, maintained for 
several weeks, has given way to a rush of business and a con- 
sequent sharp advance in rates. Fully 25 to 30 per cent has been 
added to the previous level of rates, with an average advance in 
the Montreal-European grain trades from 12% to 15 and 16 
cents a hundred pounds. The initial spurt was recorded in the 
grain market, but strength was soon communicated to vessels 
open for the coal, lumber, and other trades, as shipowners moved 
upward their asking prices. In the course of three days ap- 
proximately 50 vessels were chartered for various trades. Busi- 
ness has now decreased somewhat, due to the insistence of 
owners on still higher figures and the reluctance of shippers to 
meet these views until forced to do so. 

The increase in both rates and volume of business has been 
predicted for some time by various brokers, who have advised 
their clients to cover their commitments at the current level. 
The suddenness of the upturn, however, was a surprise even 
to the most optimistic. 


7 

While the charter market is now subject to wide fluctations, 
the rates prevailing in the last several days have been as fol- 
lows: From Montreal to the United Kingdom 3s 6d for Septem- 
ber, 3s 9d for October and 3 10%4d for November; from Montreal 
to Antwerp-Rotterdam 15% to 16 cents for September, 17 cents 
for October, and 17 to 17% cents for November; from Montreal 
to Hamburg-Bremen 16% to 17 cents for September, 18 cents 
for October and 18 to 18% cents for November; from Montreal 
to the Mediterranean 18% cents for September, 20 cents for 
October and 20% to 21 cents for November. 


Coal, lumber, and other trades have not developed business 
justifying increased rates, but, as owners are ready to put their 
vessels into the grain movement, if necessary, it is apparent 
that any commitments in other markets will have to meet the 
new rates elsewhere. Charterers appear willing to pay $2.25 
to $2.50 a ton on coal to the Mediterranean, but vessels are not 
attracted by these figures. 

Effective September 1, the rate on doors to European ports 
is $8.25 on a measurement basis, instead of $8.50, as previously 
stated, according to advices from San Francisco. The rate is 
said by steamship men to be equivalent to $1 a hundred pounds. 


A report that general revision of westbound rates was being 
considered by the Intercoastal Conference as a result of numerous 
complaints arising from the new tariff, which became effective 
August 1, was denied at headquarters of the conference. It was 
stated that, aside from the usual minor complaints, no revisions 
were contemplated. 

It is stated that the Australian rate situation has not been 
changed thus far as a result of the withdrawl of the Atlantic 
Australian Line operated by the Roosevelt Steamship Company. 
The withdrawal was caused by refusal of the lines in the Indian 
trade to admit the Roosevelt Line to membership in the Indian 
Conference. 

Declaring that the recent imposition by Turkey of a 1 per 
cent tax on freight entering its territory is discriminatory, Henry 
Herbermann, president of the Export Steamship Corporation, 
has telegraphed chairman O’Connor, of the Shipping Board, to 
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bring the matter before the State Department in an effort to 
have Turkey rescind the tax. 

Mr. Herbermann, who owns a fleet of nineteen freighters 
and is the largest private operator in the trans-Atlantic trade, 
includes ports in Turkey as part of his service. He suggested 
to Chairman O’Connor that, if Turkey refuses to rescind the tax, 
the United States adopt retaliatory measures on Turkish goods 
imported into this country. 

A close working arrangement between the Lloyd Brasileiro 
and an American, British or German shipping company is report- 
ed under consideration by the Brazilian Government for the 
purpose of promoting the development of Brazilian export trade. 
A direct offer is reported to have been made an American com- 
pany for.a working agreement of the sort contemplated, but this 
was not received favorably on account of the economic prepon- 
derance of this country. Accordingly, negotiations were opened 
by British and German companies. 


PORT CHARGES CASE 


Further hearing in No. 12681, in re charges for wharfage, 
handling, storage, and other accessorial services at Atlantic and 
Gulf ports, may be held late in the fall at Jacksonville, Fia., 
according to a notice issued by the Commission. 

The Commission said in its notice that, by order of April 9, 
1921, it had instituted a general investigation on its own motion 
under No. 12681 and that hearings were held at various south 
Atlantic and Gulf ports. By report and order of December 9, 
1924, wharfage charges at south Atlantic and Gulf ports, 93 
I. C. C. 609, the scope of the proceeding was broadened to in- 
clude all Atlantic and Gulf ports instead of south Atlantic and 
Gulf ports. 

The Commission said that a questionnaire substantially 
similar to Appendix A included in the present notice was served 
on carriers having port facilities at north Atlantic ports and 
that hearings had been held at several of those ports. 

“Special request,” said the Commission, “has been made by 
representatives of south Atlantic and Gulf ports to extend. the 
further hearings to include their ports so that further relevant 
evidence may be presented as to south Atlantic and Gulf: ports. 

“The general scope of the proceeding relates to the water 
terminal facilities of railroads at various ports; the revenues 
received from that service as well as the cost of operating those 
facilities, as outlined in Appendix A; and the practices of the 
railroads serving Atlantic and Gulf ports, including the practice 
of absorption of terminal charges in line-haul rates.” 

The Commission said the Shipping Board, “having a special 
interest in this proceeding, requests that the railroad carriers 
submit at the hearings, to be announced later, testimony of 
documentary evidence in response to the questions outlined in 
Appendix A.” 

Rail carriers that have port facilities at south Atlantic and 
Gulf ports should, on receipt of the notice, begin the preparation 
of data necessary to respond to the inquiries outlined in Ap- 
pendix A, and will be expected to advise the Commission 
whether the work can be completed in sufficient time to set the 
proceeding for further hearing at Jacksonville, Fla., some time 
in October or November, according to the notice. At the further 
hearings, respondents will be expected to have witnesses present 
to explain the exhibits and give testimony on matters pertinent 
to the investigation. 

Appendix A of the notice calls for detailed information sim- 
ilar, as the notice says, to that asked from the carriers having 
port facilities at north Atlantic ports. 


PACKING OF INSURED PARCELS 


As the result of correspondence with the postal administra- 
tion of Great Britain as to packing of insured parcels for Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, R. S. Regar, third assistant Post- 
master General, has made an announcement as to such packing. 
In the December, 1925, Postal Guide, it was stated that double- 
faced corrugated pasteboard, fiber, or similar containers might 
ordinarily be considered as sufficient for articles in the domestic 
service and possibly as good as wooden containers in some in- 
stances, yet when-packed together with other mail they did not 
have as equal power to resist heavy pressure from the outside 
as would strong wooden boxes, and that the postal administration 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland had indicated that wooden 
boxes were necessary to protect articles composed wholly or 
partly of glass or other articles easily breakable, and that, 
therefore, mailers should be required to use wooden boxes as 
containers for such matter destined for Great Britain and Nor- 
thern Ireland. 

The question of packing was taken up by correspondence, 
and, according to Mr. Regar, the following information has been 
furnished by Great Britain which indicates that the postal ad- 
ministration of Great Britain and Northern Ireland will not insist 
in every instance upon the use of wooden boxes to protect arti 
cles composed wholly or partly of glass or other articles easily 
breakable 


The packing material suitable for a large article might be un- 
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necessary for a small one, and the character of the material (e. g., 
the thickness and quality of the wood of a box or the toughness of 
paper, linen, etc.) must be taken into consideration. The indications 
as to packing given in the British Post Office Guide are broad prin- 
ciples, and it is impracticable to give precise indications to cover 
all types of parcels. Nevertheless, the indications are found in practice 
to be valuable in the case of many claims made by the public in 
respect of parcels held by the post office to have been ina equately 
acked, having regard to the ordinary risks of pressure and concus- 
sion during transmission of overseas mails. For instance, it is found 
in the case of light and bulky articles liable to damage by pressure 
(such as certain kinds of hats) that no container of considerable size 
is sufficiently rigid other than a stout wooden box of good quality. 
Even three-ply boxes are generally inadequate, and corrugated 
pasteboard and fibre board containers, unless of specially good quality, 
are found to be susceptible to pressure. Receptacles completely rigid 
themselves are necessary also for many large, thin parcels, such as 
those containing pictures. 

As regards glass, it is found necessary in the British service, 
even for inland parcels, to insist as a rule on articles wholly _ or 
partly of glass being packed in rigid boxes of metal or wood, but 
compensation would not necessarily be refused in the case of other 
packing. For instance, if a small article of glass were packed with 
a large quantity of soft packing material around all its parts in a 
very strong millboard box, it is probable that compensation would 
be paid. In the case of a fragile article particular attention is neces- 
sary to the internal packing of the parcel. The packing materials 
may be sufficient in quantity and quality, but the article is never- 
theless inadequately packed if between any portion of it and the 
sides of the receptacles there is an insufficient depth of packing ma- 
terial to absorb unavoidable concussion. So far as possible all these 
points are taken into consideration when a claim is made for damage 
done to a parcel received from abroad. 


In view of this information, according to Mr. Regar, post- 
masters may accept for insurance to Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland articles composed wholly or partly of glass or other 
articles easily breakable even though such articles may not be 
inclosed in wooden or metal containers, provided they are properly 
packed in other acceptable containers in a manner that will 
apparently insure their safe transmission, regard being had to 
the fact that the articles are intended for overseas destinations 
and will be subjected to numerous handlings en route and should 
therefore be packed even more securely than those for domestic 
destinations. As to indemnity for damage and proper packing, 
Mr. Regar said: 


The Parcel Post Convention between the United States and Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland stipulates in effect that no indemnity 
is to bé paid if the damage arose from the fault or negligence of the 
sender or addressee or the representative of either and also provides 
that the final decision upon all questions of compensation rests with 
the administration of the country in which the loss or damage has 
taken place. 

The department may therefore decline to pay indemnity for dam- 
age to the contents of any insured parcel addressed to Great Britain 
or Northern Ireland when such damage occurred in the United States 
and it appears that the contents of the parcel were not properly 
packed, and may also decline to pay indemnity for damage to the 
contents of an insured parcel addressed to Great Britain or Northern 
Ireland when the damage occurred while the article was in the custody 
of the postal service of Great Britain and in the opinion of the latter 
country the parcel was not properly packed and for that reason pay- 
ment of indemnity was refused by Great Britain. The department 
may also decline to pay any indemnity or may pay only its pro rata 
share of indemnity in those cases where it can not be determined 
where the damage occurred and the postal administration of Great 
Britain has declined to share responsibility with this administration 
on the grounds that the parcel was inadequately packed. 

All extensive shippers of insured parcels to Great Britain and 
northern Ireland and other overseas destinations should be advised 
of the foregoing and instructed with regard to the proper method 
of packing and the quality of the container necessary to be used ac- 
cording to the nature of the merchandise involved. 

Postal employes should be cautioned to exercise extreme care in 
accepting insured parcels, both international and domestic, to see that 
the parcels are adequately packed, both internally and externally, so 
as to enable them to withstand the handling to which they are ordi- 
narily subjected. Sufficient and proper cushioning material, such as 
excelsior, wood wool, or other suitable material, should be placed be- 
tween the article or articles and the top, bottom, and sides of the 
boxes. Tissue paper is not considered proper cushioning material, 
but may be used in connection with the wrapping of separate articles 
within a parcel, not as cushioning material but for the purpose of 
protecting the separate articles from contact with other matter. 
Inquiry as to the manner in which the articles are packed should 
be made, and if they are not properly packed they should be rejected 
and the mailer should be instructed as to how the parcel should be 
prepared in order to be acceptable. 


AMERICAN PIONEER LINE 


The Shipping Board announced August 31 that it had taken 
the following action with respect to the American Pioneer 
Line: 


That the present service to the Orient, as operated by the At- 
lantic, Gulf and Orient Steamship Company, Inc., under the name of 
the American Pioneer Line be divided into two separate services, one 
from Atlantic ports and one from Gulf ports. 

That the service from Atlantic ports be continued on the basis 
of one sailing per month to the Orient under the management of 
the Roosevelt Steamship Company, Inc., who now operate the board’s 
services to Australia and India; that the line be known as the Amer- 
ican Pioneer Line Atlantic Division. 

That the sailings from Gulf ports be continued on the basis of 
approximately two steamers per month, and that the service be as- 
Signed to the Tampa Inter-Ocean Steamship Company, and this 
line be known as American Pioneer Line Gulf Division. 


Ships sailing from north Atlantic ports will depart from 
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore and Hampton Roads. Those 
from Gulf ports will depart from New Orleans, Galveston, 
Houston and Port Arthur. Far East terminals for both lines 
will be Manila, Yokohama, Kobe, Hongkong, Shanghai and 
Dutch East Indies. There are six ships to be operated from 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD 








529 





north Atlantic ports, and 12 from Gulf ports. 
tons they range from 9,000 tons to 12,000 tons. 

Speaking for the board, Chairman O’Connor said there was 
no question “whatsoever as to the operation of these lines by 
the United States government until such time as they could be 
sold to private parties.” 


In deadweight 


BID FOR SCANTIC LINE 


A bid of $281,820 for the six ships of the American Scantic 
Line, operating between north Atlantic ports and Baltic and 
Scandinavian ports, was received by the Shipping Board, Au- 
gust 30, from Moore & McCormack, Inc., of New York, managing 
agents for the line. The bid represented an average price of 
$6 a deadweight ton for the vessels. The bidder proposed to 
guarantee operation of the line for five years. The bid was 
referred to the ship sales committee for report and recom- 
mendation. 


OCEAN AGREEMENTS APPROVED 


The Shipping Board has approved agreements, filed under 
section 15 of the shipping act, between the American West 


POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 


POSITION WANTED—Traffic man, industrial traffic department, 
thorough knowledge rates all territories, also well grounded all phases 
transportation, fifteen years’ railway service, past eight agent heavy 
junction point, age 33, married, good references. Address H, care 
Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 











WANTED—Position in railroad traffic department, eleven years’ 
railroad experience supplemented by thorough course study traffic law, 
thorough knowledge rate structure tariff circular 18-A, Interstate 
Commerce Act, etc., 32 years of age, married. Address R. H. B., care 
Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 


EXPERT TRAFFIC MAN desires position with industrial traffic 
department; twenty-two years’ experience in express, railroad and 
industrial traffic work; now employed; age forty-two; married. Ad- 
dress U. V. E. 52, care Traffic World, Chicago, Ill. 


EXPERIENCED rate and traffic man now capably filling com- 
mercial position requiring knowledge rates, routes, data preparation, 
rate procedure, claims, etc., desires to make new connection; good 
reasons for change; twelve years’ experience; reasonable offer ac- 
SS reference. Address O. N. E. 54, care Traffic World, 

cago, Ill. 
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African Line and the Luckenbach Steamship Company, Inc., 
and the Isthmian Steamship Lines, and between the American 
Hawaiian Steamship Company and the Baltimore & Carolina 
Steamship Company. The American West African agreement 
provides for shipment of salmon, canned goods and dried fruits 
on through rates and through billing from Pacific coast points 
to west African ports. The American Hawaiian agreement pro- 
vides for through shipments of canned goods, dried fruit, dried 
beans and peas, and wrapping and printing paper, from Pacifjc 
coast ports to Havana, Cuba, with transshipment at Charles- 
ton, 8S. C. 


CANAL TANKER TRAFFIC 


In the month of July, 116 tank ships transited the Panama 
Canal on which tolls of $574,202.90 were collected, according to 
the Panama Canal Record. In point of net tonnage, tanker 
traffic for July showed a decrease of approximately 0.15 per 
cent under the same traffic for the corresponding month a 
year ago, while cargo tonnage showed an increase of approxi- 
mately 2.5 per cent over the same tonnage of July, 1927. 

Tank ships comprised 22.8 per cent of the total commercial 
transits of the Canal in the month; made up approximately 27.3 
per cent of the total Panama Canal net tonnage; were the source 
of 25.9 per cent of the tolls collected; and carried approximately 
24.4 per cent of the total cargo in transit through the Canal. 


NEW ERIE RAILROAD PIER 

The Erie Railroad’s new $4,000,000 fireproof pier at the Jer- 
sey entrance of the Holland vehicular tunnel has been com- 
pleted and placed in operation, according to an announcement 
made by J. J. Bernet, president of the road. Mr. Bernet pointed 
out that the opening of the pier, together with the opening of 
the Holland tunnel, of which it is a part, places the Erie’s 
freight terminals literally at “the front door of New York.” 

The new pier, known as No. 9, has been leased to the Dollar 
Steamship Company, which has already begun berthing its ships 
there. 

Mr. Bernet pointed out that actual construction of the pier 
ran well over $3,600,000, and the value of the land and inci- 
dentals to its completion brings the total to more than $4,000,000. 
The pier is a double deck concrete and steel structure, 1,247 feet 
long and 150 feet wide. 


PARCEL POST REGULATIONS 


Chase C. Gove, acting second assistant Postmaster General, 
has announced new regulations with respect to parcel post serv- 
ice to northern and southern Rhodesia, via England. Effective 
at once, ordinary parcel post packages only will be accepted up 
to a weight limit of 11 pounds when prepaid at the postage rate 
of 14 cents a pound or fraction of a pound, plus transit charges 
and under conditions specified, for dispatch to England for in- 
clusion there with parcels intended for forwarding via Beira. 

R. S. Regar, third assistant Postmaster General, has advised 
postmasters, that effective as of July 1, the following limits of 
indemnity provided by the Pan American Parcel Post Conven- 
tion of Mexico for parcels lost, rifled or damaged, will prevail in 
connection with ordinary parcel post packages exchanged be- 
tween the United States and Argentina, Ecuador, Republic of 
Honduras, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay and Peru: 


(a) For actual value in the amount claimed of parcels weighing 
up to and including 5 kilograms (11 pounds), 25 gold francs, or their 
eruivalent in dollars ($4.82) at the most; an 

(b) For the actual value in the amount claimed of parcels weigh- 
ing in excess of.5 kilograms up to and including 10 kilograms (22 lbs.), 
50 gold francs or their equivalent in dollars ($9.65) at the most. 


AMERICAN-HAWAIIAN REDUCES TIME 


The American-Hawaiian Steamship Company announces a 
reduction in the voyage time of one day, Boston to the Pacific 
Coast, effective immediately, with sailings every four days from 
Boston, Philadelphia, and New York. 


COTTON COMPRESS AT NORFOLK 


The Shipping Board has ordered the installation of a cotton 
compress at the Norfolk army base pier. 


GULF SERVICE TRADE NAME 
The Shipping Board has approved the trade name, “Dixie 
U. K. Line,” instead of “Dixie Ukay Line,” for its Gulf-United 
Kingdom service. 


CANADIAN BOARD ORDERS 


The Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada has issued 
an order in the general freight rate investigation required by 
Order in Council, P. C. No. 886, of June 5, 1925. Et requires the 
Canadian Pacific and all branch lines west of Fort William to 
equalize their rates on grain and flour to Fort William, Port 
Arthur and Westfort to the level of the present Canadian 
Pacific mainline rates of equivalent mileage groupings (rates 
governed by the Crow’s Nest Pass agreement not to be ex- 
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ceeded). Further provisions are that the rates from prairie 
points to Vancouver and Prince Rupert for export shall be placed 
on the same basis as the rates to Fort William, with the stipu- 
lation that, in computing such rates, the distance from Calgary 
to Vancouver via the Canadian Pacific shall be assumed to be 
the same as from Edmonton to Vancouver via the Canadian 
National, or 766 miles; that the rates of 34.5 cents on wheat and 
33 cents on other grain for export from Fort William, Port 
Arthur, Westfort, and Armstrong, Ont., to Quebec are dis- 
allowed and a rate of 18.34 cents is established; the establish- 
ment of the same rates to Quebec as apply to Montreal on 
(a) grain from bay ports for export, (b) all traffic from Toronto 
and points west thereof for export. The changes are ordered 
to be effective as of September 12. 

The board has ordered the Canadian National and Canadian 
Pacific each to equip 50 box cars with extra side walls, the 
detail of the construction of which is prescribed, and a shovel- 
ing board for use in the transportation of potatoes from Prince 
Edward Island, Nova Scotia, and New Brunswick to Canadian 
seaports this winter. The action was taken in disposing of a 
complaint brought by the Associated Shippers of New Brunswick 
against the equipment that was being furnished. By the board’s 
order the carriers are required to keep records of the cars on the 
cost of the service—the carriers reporting to the board what 
they consider a reasonable toll a trip to cover that cost. 

The board has ordered that its order No. 39260, dated June 
29, 1927, suspending Item No. 674-D in Supplement 59 to the 
Canadian National Railway’s Tariff C. R. C. No. E-875, covering 
switching services, be rescinded. 

The board has odered that its order No. 39259, dated June 
27, 1927, suspending the proposed cancellation of rates on hard- 
wood sawdust, published in Item 130-A, of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway’s Supplement No. 36 to Tariff C. R. C. No. W-2793, and 
page 5 of the Canadian National Railway’s Supplement No. 5 to 
Tariff C. R. C. No. W-445 be rescinded. 


ADVISORY BOARD MEETINGS 


The Ohio Valley Shippers’ Advisory Board will hold its fif- 
teenth regular meeting at the Brown Hotel, Louisville, Ky., Sep- 
tember 13. The twenty-seven chairmen of commodity commit- 
tees will make their reports of business conditions and prospects 
for the fourth quarter of the year, and the railroad representa- 
tives will report on the condition of equipment and improve- 
ments under way and contemplated. An attendance of from 
eight hundred to a thousand is expected, according to the an- 
nouncement of the chairman of the board. At the conclusion 
of the business session the members will be taken to the Ken- 
tucky State Fair and the eleven million dollar Kentucky hy- 
draulic plant as guests of the Louisville Transportation Club. 
The annual banquet of the latter will be held the same evening, 
the date having been advanced in honor of the members of the 
advisory board. 

The Pacific Northwest Advisory Board will hold its seven- 
teenth regular meeting at the Winthrop Hotel, Tacoma, Wash., 
September 9. H. G. Taylor, successor to Donald D. Conn as 
manager of the public relations section, car service division, 
American Railway Association, will speak at the luncheon. The 
37 commodity committees will make their reports as to prospec- 
tive business and the railroads and private car lines will report 
on the condition of the equipment. The executive committee, 
agricultural council fresh fruit, and other agricultural committees 
will hold preliminary meeting September 8. 


Preparedness will be the keynote of the nineteenth regular 
meeting of the Southeast Shippers’ Advisory Board at Birming- 
ham, Ala., September 9, according to the board’s announcement. 
Although carloadings, the barometer of industrial activity, in 
1926 were greater than for any previous year on record, the car- 
loadings for the first half of 1927 exceeded that of the same 
period last year, with the southeast keeping the pace. The 
meeting will be held on the eve of that period of the year when 
transportation demands are heaviest and indications point to an 
attendance of approximately 750 representatives of every basic 
industry in the southeast, who, through the medium of the board, 
will strive to maintain the present efficient transportation con- 
ditions and provide an adequate car supply for the unprecedented 
tonnage expected. J. M. Jones, Jr., president of the Birmingham 
City Commission, will deliver an address of welcome. A report on 
the general transportation situation will be made by W. C. Ken- 
dall, American Railway Association, Washington, and R. W. 
Edwards, district manager, will survey the fransportation situa- 
tion local to the territory of the board. The commodity com- 
mittees will estimate the prospective activity in the various 
lines of business for the coming three months and the equip- 
ment that the railroads will be called on to furnish to care for it. 


The abstracts of tariff filings, rejections, suspen- 
sions, etc., as printed in each issue of THE DAILY 
TRAFFIC WORLD enable subscribers always to be 
sure their tariff files are up-to-date. 
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oW- Federal Barge Service 
between the Twin Cities 
and New Orleans 


During the month of August, 
three barges left the plant of the 
American Sugar Refining Com- 
pany at New Orleans on a tow 
which inaugurated the new Twin 
Cities-New Orleans service of the 
Mississippi-Warrior Barge Line. 


This service is just one of the many 
facilities at the command of those who 
ship through the Port of New Orleans. 
For at this “Gateway to the Mississippi 
Valley,” every provision has been made 
for the economical and efficient han- 
dling of freight originating, or des- 
tined, for Mississippi Valley points. 


Ten trunk line railroads, 80 and more 
steamship lines, and the Federal Barge 
service are coordinated by the New 
Orleans Public Belt Railroad, a muni- 
cipally owned and operated utility. 


Make use of the Port of New Or- 


leans and save time and money! 
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When you ship into the Southwest you come 
50 miles closer to your market BY WATER! 


When you ship out of the Southwest you 
load at a point which gives you 50 miles more 
of WATER RATES and every modern port 
facility for cargo handling. 


19 Railroads 


and 


53 Steamship Lines 
Serve This Port 


Reaching into every corner of the Southwest, 
Houston’s 19 railroads solve every transpor- 
tation problem and connect with steamship 
lines touching at every important port of 
the seven seas. 


Write NOW! Ask for 


“HOUSTON” 


Port and City 













A beautiful magazine filled to the brim with 
information in the form of pictures, text and 
tariff—free for the asking. 









Address 


DIRECTOR OF THE PORT 


5th Floor Courthouse 
HOUSTON TEXAS 









































HOCH-SMITH REPEAL 


Editor The Traffic World: 

It was with considerable interest that I read the recent de- 
cision of the Commission in No. 19130, California Growers and 
Protective League vs. Southern Pacific et al., Opinion No. 12480, 
129 I. C. C. No. 25-62, and with even greater interest am I con- 
sidering the potential effects of the Hoch-Smith resolution when 
such resolution will be interpreted, in future cases and com- 
plaints, in the same light as the one now being discussed. 

As you so ably pointed out in your editorial.of August 20, 
the Commission will indubitably adhere to its previous decision 
as a basic interpretation of the Hoch-Smith resolution, since, as 
you state, in which we agree, such interpretation is the proper 
one. It, therefore, follows that a repeal of this enactment is the 
remedy for those who do not favor it. 

It will, perhaps, be highly illuminating to the quiescent who 
refuse to recognize in this enactment an upheaval of all former 
bases for rate making when such ones appear before the Com- 
mission with what they consider a valid cause for complaint of 
a particular rate situation, only to be advised that, under the 
Hoch-Smith resolution, as interpreted by the Commission, the 
cause for complaint is more apparent than real and that, viewed 
in the light of depressed agricultural rates, such rates do not 
warrant condemnation. Manifestly, the quiescent ones’ reaction 
to such an unexpected decision is going to be similar to the 
cacophonous wail of the next door radio—annoying, but futile. 
Moreover, “abusus non tollit usum.” 

The commercial world of today is certainly not imbued with 
utilitarianism to the extent of gracefully absorbing the differ- 
ence between what agricultural rates should be and what they 
will be under the Hoch-Smith resolution. 

We now come to that dread phrase, “economic depression 
and deflation.” If the California Growers and Protective League 
can succeed in convincing that an increase of 60,912 cars, 1926 
over 1916, represents deflated business, then one answer to the 
non-participants in the Hoch-Smith resolution would be to dis- 
cover the why of this and apply such information to the then 
assured conduct of their business. Failing to bring about a 
repeal of the Hoch-Smith resolution, there would still remain 
one recourse for the harassed but prosperous shipper whose in- 
crease of 1926 business over 1916 did not amount to anything 
near 60,912 cars. He might induce some of the legislative pow- 
ers who, prior to election, addressed him with such unctuous 
suavity to introduce a sister (or would it be brother) bill to me 
known as “Prosperous Shippers’ Preservation Resolution,” which, 
by reason of its title, would immediately be construed to mean 
that shippers at large were being deflated, and oh, most malig- 
nant word, depressed. J. Norman Smith. 

Jersey City, N. J., Aug. 25, 1927. 


RATES AND THE PUBLIC WELFARE 


Editor The Traffic World: 

I refer to your editorial on page 335 of The Traffic World 
of August 13. The remarks of Mr. Potter, quoted therein, may 
have been a relevant and sufficient premise for the purpose of 
the article in Trade and Transportation Bulletin, but in the 
highly complicated question which your editorial covers, i. e., 
the consideration of the public welfare by the shipper and the 
industrial traffic manager, this premise must be subject to very 
careful analysis. 

You state: 


We do not know to what extent the railroad in question has 
oes the victim of unfairness from its patrons and from other rail- 
roads. 


While this and similar statements have been given wide 
publicity on the part of these so-called weak lines, it does not 
appear that any determined effort has been made on their part 
to offer proof in support thereof. 

In line with this sentiment I wish to offer the following 
extracts from, “Today and Tomorrow Along the Milwaukee,” 
for April, 1927: 


By the first of May the Milwaukee Road will have severed con- 
nections with all “consolidated” ticket offices. These joint offices are 
a relic of the period of war time government operation of railroads 
and have never functioned satisfactorily to the public. When a num- 
ber of railroads are transacting their business in the same room and 
over the same counters it is impossible to give the public the full 
benefit of competitive effort. 
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The carriers would have us believe that all competitive 
efforts are entirely and only for the public welfare, and that 
the interest of the stockholders in the individual lines is sec- 
ondary. 

Further, while the comparatively lower level of rates in 
Western Trunk Line territory may be a contributing factor in 
the unhealthy condition of some of these lines, the shipper and 
the industrial traffic manager, for the protection of their own 
interest, must, of necessity, assume a more critical attitude in 
this matter. A primary cause of these difficulties may be an 
over-extension of railroad facilities in this territory, which, at 
least temporarily, has failed to develop to the capacity of these 
facilities. Other contributing causes may be the duplication 
of passenger and other expensive terminal facilities and the 
maintenance of service via unduly circuitous or otherwise 
uneconomical routes. 

In Ex Parte 87 (113, I. C. C. 3), at page 29, the Commis- 
sion sets forth the admission of the so-called weak lines, as 
follows: 


The security holders state: “It would be flying in the face of 
facts to grant uniform relief for the entire western district. To 
do so the Commission would have to close its eyes to the proved 
differences in financial needs and rate structure between the north- 
west and other regions. 


Further, at page 38 of the same report the Commission has 
apparently answered your editorial. It states: 


It is clear upon the record that there are many inequalities in 
the rate structures existing in portions of the western district, which 
should be corrected. The provisions in section 15-A directing us to 
initiate, modify, establish or adjust rates so that carriers may earn 
a fair return, does not relieve the carrier from the primary duty of 
initiating rates. That function belongs to management and not to 
regulation. 


Careful consideration indicates that this judgment is also 
sound with respect to the larger and more important questions 
which are involved, i. e., the wise readjustment of past mis- 
takes in railroad construction, and a wise and broad policy of 
competition in service between the carriers, looking toward the 
elimination of those wasteful practices, routes and duplicate 
facilities, which are the result of excessive carrier competition. 

In the so-called Potter Plan, put forth on behalf of the 
Milwaukee in Ex Parte 87, at page 4, it was admitted: 


: In justice to the conception of the transportation act, which look- 
ing only at its rate making provisions, has applied limitations which 
seem to work confiscations of carrier property, it should be pointed 
out that that act contains other provisions designed to prevent this 
confiscatory result. 


It is also true that unless there is compliance with the spirit 
and provisions of the transportation act as a whole, the rate 
making provisions, applied as suggested by you, are directly 
inimical to the public welfare, as well as violative of other pro- 
visions of the act. This is especially true when applied to those 
sections of the west which now must pay materially higher 
rates for materially less service than is accorded these pre- 
ferred section of the middlewest. 

To solve these questions for the benefit of the public wel- 
fare requires a frank recognition of the basic causes of the 
difficulties and of the fact that competition is expensive, and 
too much competition is destructive; further, that a sound re- 
adjustment may require the carrier stockholders to assume 
some losses for past mistakes. 

P. C. STEINEL, 
Traffic Mger., United Verde Copper Co. 
Clarkdale, Ariz., Aug. 22, 1927. 


THE OZARK REGION 


Editor The Traffic World: ? 

I have read with a great deal of interest and, I must stay, 
some surprise, Professor Wilson’s discussion of the Ozarks 10 
the continuation of his articles on “Freight Rates” in the August 
13 Traffic World. My surprise arises from two causes. One 15 
his unwillingness to acquaint himself with present conditions: 
the other is your allowing him to quote a sentence here and 
there from the letters sent to him and answer these picked 
quotations without publishing the other information that has 
been sent to him. One would think that, after he had his atten- 
tion called to conditions now existing here, he would check 
up on the data and find out if the “authorities” he is quoting 
are giving up-to-date informaton. He quotes Harcourt-Braces 
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“The YAN 


“THE YANKEE’ is one of the great 
fleet of 60 named Pennsylvania freight 
trains that have set remarkable records 
for regularity and dependability. 


INCE the days of Bunker 
Hill and Lexington the New 
England Yankee has been an im- 
portant factor in the progress of 
our country. 

New England industry, coupled 
with an unremitting Puritan con- 
science which could not rest until 
the job was completed, helped 
America to grow from a small 
colony into a vast empire. Today 
the products of New England 
stillcommand an important place 
in the markets of the nation. 


* * * 


In the matter of conscientious- 
ness and industry ‘““The Yankee,” 
a big Pennsylvania freight train, 
is as much of a New Englander as 
any citizen of the well-known 


“Back Bay.” 
“The Yankee” hauls New Eng- 
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land merchandise to Chicago and 
he sets himself the job of making 
consistent, dependable on time 
arrivals. In this he has been con- 
spicuously successful, for a long 
record of on schedule perform- 
ances is written after his name. 


Some other named Pennsyl- 
vania freights whose regu- 
lar on time arrivals have 
earned them distinctive 
names: 


“THE CINCINNATUS” 
Merchandise 


Cincinnati to Seaboard Cities 


“THE ARROW” 
Perishable — Merchandise 
Seaboard Cities to Detroit 


“THE BULL DOG” 
Merchandise 
Akron to Seaboard Cities 








A Freight Train with a New England Conscience 


Every evening “The Yankee” 
picks up the caravans from the 
humming factories of New Eng- 
land at Greenville Yards, Jersey 
City. 

Then he begins his run to 
Chicago, sticking to it with true 
New England tenacity until the 
trip is over and the merchandise 
set off. And all along the line this 
train receives careful supervision, 
no effort being spared to keep it 
always on schedule. 

Athousand hands combine their 
efforts to bring “The Yankee” 
through on time. A thousand eyes 
guard the path down which this 
giant of the steel rails thunders. 
To this splendid cooperation of 
the men on the train and along 
the route are due the remarkable 
performances“TheYankee’’ turns 
in so regularly and dependably. 


PENNSYLVANIA RariLRoapD 


Carries more passengers, hauls more freight than any other railroad in America 
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“North America,’ but please note that the entire paragraph is 
written in the past tense and tells what the “region was orig- 
inally.” It is true, and it is also true that “originally” Manhattan 
Island was a barren rock, but it isn’t today. We are asking him 
to tell conditions as they are today, not as they were originally. 
He quotes Professor J. Russell Smith and others at some length, 
but whom are they quoting and where and when did they get 
their information? They certainly do not give an accurate pic- 
ture of the Ozarks of today. 

In passing, I should like to call attention to the fallacy 
of this system of quoting published “authorities” instead of 
getting information from up-to-date agricultural, mining, and 
other commercial reports. You are, no doubt, publishing Pro- 
fessor Wilson’s articles as an authoritative discussion of con- 
ditions. From now on, others will be quoting Professor G. 
Lloyd Wilson’s statements as being authority on the subject, 
just as he is quoting Smith and others. Thus the misinforma- 
tion is handed on and perpetuated, always with “authority.” Such 
a system of “quotations” is as unprogressive as he would make 
the Ozarks appear. 

You and Professor Wilson have been sent a lot of informa- 
tion about the Ozarks, and we cannot help feeling that your 
journal has been unfair in suppressing all this information and 
allowing Professor Wilson to answer through your columns 
just such items as he chose to pick out. If you had chosen to 
ignore our protest of Professor Wilson’s article, not wishing 
to discuss the matter, it would not have been so bad, but to 
allow him unlimited space for a reply, without allowing your 
readers to know what he was replying to, except a phrase here 
and there such as he chose to select, is about the most unfair 
thing a journal could do. 


Professor Wilson’s treatment of the data sent him is not 
only unfair, but is not strictly honest. He says: “Most of the 
statistical data offered is for the states of Missouri, Arkansas, 
and Oklahoma, only small parts of which are in the Ozark 
Plateau-Ouachita Mountains district.” All of southern Missouri 
north nearly to the Missouri River falls within the Ozark plateau. 
It includes much the largest portion of Arkansas. He called 
Guthrie one of the important Ozark cities. If he is right in in- 
cluding Guthrie in the Ozarks, then they must include about 
two-thirds of Oklahoma. Therefore, the production in these 
states as a whole must be largely due to the Ozarks. At least, 
the Ozarks can not be as unproductive and backward as he 
would make them appear or the states would not make such a 
good showing. Moreover, some of the data sent him was strictly 
“Ozark” data. This he chooses to ignore or toss aside as 
not worthy of consideration. He was given ample data on the 
Ozarks alone to show that his characterization of the region 
was wrong, but he does not, in his reply, tell this to his readers. 

Again, he chooses to comment on what was said about min- 
eral resources in such way as to give an entirely false impression 
of what was said. We objected to his “relative” treatment of 
this subject. In his discussion of the interior lowlands he says 
lead and zinc are produced in “commercially important quan- 
tities” and in discussing the Pacific slopes, he says, “one of 
the greatest petroleum fields in the United States is found on 
the California coast.” But, in speaking of the Ozarks he simply 
says that “coal, lead, zinc, carbon, asphalt, petroleum, graphite, 
and novaculite are also mined.” Why give special. mention to 
the lead and zinc of one region and the petroleum of another 
and pass over the Ozarks with a mere statement that they “are 
mined” as if they were of small importance, when the Ozarks, 
as a matter of fact (as defined by him), have the biggest zinc, 
lead, and oil production in the United States, if not in the 
entire world. 


He quotes Professor J. Russell Smith to show-that Mis- 
souri has fallen into fifth place in the production of zinc, im- 
plying that the zinc production has passed out of the Ozarks, 
but he fails to explain that it has moved only a few miles away 
across the state line into southeast Kansas and northeast Okla- 
homa. These districts are part of the Joplin field and may fairly 
be considered as part of the Ozark production. We are not con- 
sidering state lines, but the Ozark region and it spreads over 
into Oklahoma. His quotation implies that zinc and lead produc- 
tion has fallen off in the Ozarks, but with Oklahoma first, Kan- 
sas second, and Missouri fifth, the Ozarks are the greatest pro- 
ducers of zinc; and with Missouri first and Oklahoma second 
they stand near the top in the production of lead. 


In his reply, Professor Wilson gives a list of cities of the 
Ozarks with their population figures and makes comments that 
are entirely misleading as to our comments and which do not 
reply to our comments. In giving these cities and figures, it 
is apparently his intention to show that these cities are small 
and unimportant as compared with some of the large cities 
of other districts which were not mentioned in his article. 
We did not compare them with any other district, but we did 
and still do criticise him for announcing to the world that Hot 
Springs and Guthrie, two small towns of little more than 11,000, 
are two of the largest cities of the Ozarks, while there are 
really a dozen cities that are larger and much more important. 
Our comments did not suggest that he should name in his 
article all of the cities of the Ozarks, but that when he named 
the important ones he should name those that were really the 
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important ones. His naming of two of the least important showed 
either that he was willfully misrepresenting the district or that 
he did not know the district he was writing about. We cannot 
conceive that he could have any reason for misrepresenting 
the district, so the conclusion is forced upon us that he is 
writing carelessly and without informing himself as to facts. 

When we give him facts as to the prosperous cities in the 
Ozarks, he merely dodges the issue by saying they are “gate- 
way cities.” This may be true, but gateway cities to an unpros- 
perous district would not be prosperous and growing as these 
cities are. Are they gateway cities? Some of them may be. 
Guthrie, Okla., which would of necessity be his western gate- 
way, is from 150 to 175 miles west of Muskogee, McAlester, and 
Ft. Smith, while these cities are about the same distance west 
of the eastern boundry of the Ozark plateau. These distances 
put his “gateways” right about in the middle of the Ozarks, 
which is an odd place to have gateways. 

We do not believe that he is correct in including Tulsa and 
Guthrie in the Ozark and Ouachita plateaus. They lie west of 
the junction of the Arkansas and Canadian Rivers and are, there- 
fore, in the low plains that form the first rise toward the Rock- 
ies. He corrects his error as to Bonne Terre, but he does not 
say anything as to Tulsa and Guthrie, but does list them in the 
Ozark cities of which he gives the population. (Note that he 
is not fair enough to include in that list Oklahoma City—91,295, 
the largest and most important of them all.) I assume from this 
that he still includes Guthrie and Tulsa in the Ozarks. Then 
he should give the Ozarks credit for the enormous oil produc- 
tion of the Seminole pool. If he does not do this, then he must 
admit he made some more mistakes in defining the Ozarks. Then 
we come back to our original contention that his paper is care- 
lessly written and without properly informing himself about his 
subject. 

His reply contains in itself convincing proof that he is not 
an authority on the subject he is discussing. His quotations are 
all from books written by other men several years ago and we 
do not know who or what they were quoting. They may be no 
more authorities than he for they may be quoting some one 
else farther back. If he would quote some up-to-date state, gov- 
ernment, railroad, or commercial reports which he had thoroughly 
digested and analyzed he would become an authority and his 
paper would be valuable. As it is, he has shown too many mis- 
takes and inconsistances to have his paper worth much. 

JAMES A. GIBSON, 
Secretary-Manager, Chamber of Commerce. 
Joplin, Mo., Aug. 27, 1927. 





This is a good example of ‘‘damned if you do and damned if you 
don’t.”’ Professor Wilson’s original article was a dispassionate descrip- 
tion of the Ozark region from a physiographic point of view, as the 
rest of the country was described in his series of articles on freight 
rates. We published one reply by an objector to what he said and 
then, there being many other replies, we had Professor Wilson sum- 
marize them and reply to them. Now we are told that we would have 
been more fair if we had entirely ignored the protests. We do not 
know whether Professor Wilson is right or those who criticise him 
are right. Perhaps something might be said on both sides. We do 
know, however, that Professor Wilson is entirely without motive to 
misrepresent and that he has no interest either in ‘boosting’ or 
damning the Ozark region. Those who criticise him, on the other 
hand, are in the ‘‘booster’’ class. We are publishing the above letter, 
in spite of its reflections on Professor Wilson’s honesty and knowledge, 
apologizing to him for those reflections but allowing this critic full 
sway in order to end the controversy with the last word coming 
from the critics. As to the reflections on our own fairness—that is 
all in the day’s work.—Editor The Traffic World. 


CAR MOVEMENT FIGURES 


A daily average of 50.9 miles a car a day was made by 
the Chesapeake and Ohio in the movement of freight in July, 
according to an announcement by President W. J. Harahan. The 
increase in the speed of delivery is one of the notable contribu- 
tions by the carriers to business and economic life. In 1920 
the Chesapeake and Ohio was averaging only 35 miles a car 
a day. 

In considering the figures concerning car movement, it 
must be remembered that they indicate a much greater move- 
ment of the cars actually in motion, as they include the entire 
car supply, those in shops for repairs, those placed for delivery 
and all others. 


CAR SURPLUS AND SHORTAGE 


The average daily surplus of freight cars in the period 
August 15-22 was 238,655, as compared with 245,291 cars in the 
preceding period, according to the car service division of the 
American Railway Association. The average daily shortage was 
made up of 121 gondola, 90 hopper, and 3 flat cars. The surplus 
was made up as follows: 

Box, 125,410; ventilated box, 290; auto and furniture, 10,035; total 
box, 135,735; flat, 4,741; gondola, oa hopper, 32,493; total coal, 


65,728; coke, 720; S. D. stock, 16,267; D. D. stock, 2,334; refrigerator, 
11,910; tank, 321; miscellaneous, 899; total, 238,655. 


Canadian roads reported a surplus of 25,350 box, 75 auto and 
furniture; 400 S. D. stock, 1,300 refrigerator, and 400 miscel- 
laneous cars. 
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CxA —* WAREHOUSE Co. 


Connection with tunnel 
service to depots and 
central location give 
speediest deliveries at 
minimum cost. 


= 358 W. Harrison St., Chicago 


MERCHANDISE STORAGE and 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Warehouse Lecated in Heart of Railread District and Jebbing Trade 


FEDERAL COMPRESS & WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


589 South Front Street, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


CHICAGO TANK CAR COMPANY 


RAILWAY EXCHANGE BUILDING 
Telephone Harrison 3486 


CHICAGO, ILL. 
TAN K CARS 


TANK CARS TO LEASE We Rebuild and Repair Tank Care 





Works: Penn- 
Hegewisch, Illinois) & $°5'es.B. 


Merchandise Storage and Pool Car 
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COLUMBUS, OHIO 
IT’S 

THE MERCHANDISE STORAGE CO. 

U. S. BONDED 


FOODSTUFFS and NON-ODOROUS 
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JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 
WIESENFELD WAREHOUSE COMPANY 


General Merchandise Storage and Distribution. 
Prompt and Intelligent Service. 
References: Any jobber, banker or transportation man in the city. 


DEEP WATER AND RAIL CONNECTIONS 





DENVER, COLORADO 
Kennicott-Patterson Warehouse Corporation 


STORAGE AND DISTRIBUTION OF 


Merchandise and Household Goods 
Serving many large National Distributors. Write us for information and rates 
1700 Sixteenth Street, DENVER, COLORADO 





DECATUR WAREHOUSE CO. 


FIREPROOF 
General Merchandise Storage 
Switching from all Roads. Non-freezing Storage. Pool Cars- 
The natural point for distribution in the Corn Belt of Illinois. 
805-825 North Morgan St., DECATUR, ILLINOIS 


MEMBERS AWA O.W.A 


DERER 


SER V/CeE 


INAL 


BUILOS BETTER BYUSINESS 
MERCANTILE WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTING 


MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA 


2 Fireproof Warehouses 


Merchandise and Household Goods Stored 
Pool Cars Distributed — Railroad Siding. 


MUSKOGEE TRANSFER & STORAGE C0. 
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JOS. STOCKTON TRANSFER CO. 


1020 SOUTH CANAL STREET 
70 YEARS’ EXPERIENCE 


OT ect tel eenm Glace) ame Matte dbet-mo Orta lel. to MEDIC la atoletateye! 





NEW TEX LINE 


Differential Rates 


Weekly Service to Houston, Texas 


From Pier 1, North River, New York, Saturday noon 
B. & O. Pier 7, Locust Point, Baltimore, Monday 
Southgate Terminals, Norfolk, Tuesday 


For Information Apply To 

New England, New York & Texas 
Steamship Corporation 

17 Battery Place, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


























































































Questions and Answers 


In this department will be answered questions of both legal and 
practical nature that confront persons dealing with traffic. A specialist 
on interstate commerce law, whois a member of our legal department, 
will give his opinion in answer to — — question relating to the law 
of interstate transportation of freight. traffic man of long experience + 
and wide knowledge will answer questions Tie practical traffic 

roblems. We do not desire to take the place of traffic man but to 

help him in his work. ‘ ‘ 

The right is reserved to refuse to answer in this department any 
question, legal or traffic, that it may yy" to us unwise to answer 
or that involves a situation too complex for the kind of investigation 
herein contemplated. ‘ 

Address Questions and Answers Department, 

Traffic Service Corporation, Mills Building, Washington, D.C. 




















Notice of Claim—Exception in Bill of Lading as to Filing 


Minnesota—Question: Referring to the issue of August 6th, 
of the Traffic World, page 320, “North Carolina” we would 
greatly appreciate a further and possibly more complete state- 
ment of your views relative to the problem involved of interpre- 
tation of the clause in the law as formerly written and inter- 
preted by the Supreme Court “damage in transit by carelessness 
or negligence.” 

Suppose in the case submitted by “North Carolina” that the 
facts had been that one barrel was lost and one broken and 
crushed so that the contents were damaged and an entire loss 
resulted. 

In each case, of cpurse, the waybill and expense bill carry 
the usual notations of damage followed by the usual tracers 
and investigation by the carrier but claims filed after a lapse 
of six months. os 

It is apparent that relief, if any, must come under clause 
of the Act as interpreted in Barrett vs. Van Pelt, 268 U. S. 85, 
“damage in transit by carelessness or negligence.” 

Has the claimant as to either barrel, the one lost or the one 
broken, any relief? 

What is your definition of “damage in transit” under this 
clause? 

Answer: Effective March 4, 1927, Paragraph 11 of Section 
20 of the Interstate Commerce Act was amended so that the 
proviso under which, in certain circumstances, a notice of claim 
or filing is not required, reads as follows: 


Provided, however, that if the loss, damage, or injury complained 
of was due to carelessness or negligence while the property was in 
transit, or while the property was being loaded or unloaded, or was 
due to unreasonable delay in transit or in loading or unloading, then 
no notice of claim or filing of claim shall be required as a condition 
precedent to recovery, but in no case under this proviso shall suit 
be — after three years from the time such cause of action 
accrued. 


Under this proviso, as amended, if the loss of, injury or 
delay to the goods is due to carelessness or negligence while the 
property is in transit, a notice of claim or filing of a claim is 
not required as a condition precedent to recovery for loss of or 
damage to goods. See, in this connection, our answer to “North 
Carolina” on page 970 of the April 9, 1927 Traffic World, under 
the above caption. 


Liability of Initial Carrier for Loss of, Injury or Delay to 
Goods by Connecting Carrier 


Missouri — Question: We have never been able to dis- 
tinguish definitely or know just what protection we have on 
the water haul part of a shipment moving by rail and water, 
both on a through or on a combination rate. 

Won’t you please give us your opinion on the responsibility 
of the water carrier in each of the following cases: 

On a shipment delivered to an inland water carrier for 
transportation to a certain river or lake port and then rail be- 
yond, both a through rate or a combination rate. 

On a shipment delivered to a stream rail carrier and via 
inland water carrier beyond a certain junction, both on a through 
rate and a combination rate. 

On a shipment handled by a coastwise steamship line either 
as the originating or the delivering carrier, both on a through 
rate and a combination rate. 

If the water carriers are responsible, do they give the same 
protection as the rail carrier, or just what is the extent of their 
liability? 

We have had several controversies along this line, but have 
never known just what rights we had in the matter. 

Answer: ‘Section 1 of the Interstate Commerce Act states 
that the provisions of this Act shall apply to common carriers 
engaged in the transportation of passengers or property wholly 
by railroad or partly by railroad and partly by water when both 
are used under a common control, management, or arrangement 
for a continuous carriage or shipment. 

Section 20 of the act, paragraph 11 thereof, provides: 


That any common carrier, railroad, or transportation company 
subject to the provisions of this act receiving property for trans- 
portation from a point in one state or territory or the District of 
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Columbia to a point in another state, territory, District of Columbia, 
or from any point in the United States to a point in an adjacent 
foreign country shall issue a receipt or bill of lading therefor, and 
shall be liable to the lawful holders thereof for any loss, damage, 
or injury to such property caused by it or by any common Carrier, 
railroad, or transportation company to which such property may be 
delivered or over whose line or lines such property may pass within 
the United States or within an adjacent foreign country when trans- 
ported on a through bill of lading, and no contract, receipt, rule, 
regulation, or other limitation of any character whatsoever, shall 
exempt such common carrier, railroad, or transportation company 
from the liability hereby imposed. 


Paragraph 11 of Section 20 of the interstate commerce act 
further provides: 


That if the loss, damage, or injury occurs while the property is 
in the custody of a carrier by water the liability of such carrier shall 
be determined by and under the laws and regulations applicable to 
transportation by water, and the liability of the initial carrier shall 
be the same as that of such carrier by water. 


With respect to the application of the Interstate Commerce 
Act to a common carrier by water, see the Commission’s Confer. 
ence Rulings 66, 155 and 354. 

Under these conference rulings it is the arrangement for 
continuous carriage whch makes the traffic subject to the Inter. 
state Commerce Act. The above has reference to other than 
railroad-owned carriers by water. As to carriers by water owned 
by railroads, under the provisions of Paragraph 11 of Section 5 
of the Act, all such carriers are subject to the provisions of the 
interstate commerce act. 


If by entering into an arrangement for continuous carriage, 
as to which the acceptance by a water carrier of through traffic 
on through bills of lading issued by a rail carrier is evidence 
thereof, as the Commission holds in Conference Ruling 354, a 
carrier by water has subjected itself to the provisions of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, it seems to follow that the carrier by 
water as an initial carrier is liable for damages occurring upon 
the line of a connecting carrier as well as on its own line, sub- 
ject, of course, to its right of recovery under Paragraph 12 of 
Section 20 of the Act, against the carrier on whose line the loss, 
damage or injury shall have been sustained, the amount of such 
loss, damage, or injury as it may be required to pay to the owner 
of such property. 

Likewise, under Paragraph 11 of Section 20 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, recovery may be had against the initial carrier 
for damage occurring on a connecting carrier by water where 
an arrangement has been entered into for continuous carriage 
with such carrier by water. 


Tariff Interpretation—Minimum Charge 


Pennsylvania—Question: This has reference to your answer 
to “Minnesota” on page 366 of the August 13, 1927 Traffic World. 

Did you consider Rule 16 of Consolidated Freight Classifi- 
cation No. 4 in answering the question? 

It seems to me that the clause “(Subject to Rule 13)” in 
Rule 16 would make the minimum charge on any quantity rating 
not less than 50 cents. 

Answer: In answering. the question to which you refer we 
took into consideration Rule 16 of the classification. 

While Section 1 of Rule 16 contains the following clause 
“(Subject to Rule 13),’’ inasmuch as Rule 13 relates solely to 
less than carload shipments, that is, Section 1 thereof, we do not 
see how it can be applied in connection with any quantity rate 
or rating. 

Tariff Interpretation—Advanced Charges 


Pennsylvania—Question: In July and August 1924 we re- 
ceived one carload each of cantaloupes originating on Southern 
Pacific Railroad with detention and car service charges ad- 
vanced. 

It is our understanding that Rule 8, Consolidated Freight 
Classification provides for no advancing of any charges to 
shippers. 

While the amount is small, we took issue requesting a re- 
fund from Freight Claim Agent Southern Pacific Railroad who 
absolutely refused to recognize our claims. 

Can you consistently advise whether their contentions are 
correct, as it places us, as buyers of cars en route by payment 
of draft at time of purchase through Auction Company at New 
York or Pittsburgh and before arrival of cars at destination, at 
the mercy of both shipper and railroad company who elect to 
handle as above, consignor in both instances having left the 
section and cannot be located. : 

Answer: Rule 8 of the Consolidated Classification provides 
that no charges of any description will be advanced to shippers, 
owners, consignees, or agents thereof; nor to draymen or ware- 
housemen for shippers, owners, consignees or agents thereof. 
In its report in I. & S. Docket 76, 25 I. C. C. 442, the Com- 
mission gave consideration to this rule, which at that time was 
Rule 33 of Western Classification No. 51. The Commission said: 


This is a new rule. It discontinues the practice of some carriers 
of advancing other than common-carrier charges. Protests have come 
chiefly from transfer, warehouse, and delivery companies on the Pa- 
cific coast and from jobbing centers in the Mississippi and Missouri 
valleys. It was admitted that the Commission could not compel car- 
riers to advance such charges. The rule is approved, but this aPp- 
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PANAMA MAIL S.8S.CO. 


Fast Freight and Passenger Service 


Scheduled Sailings via Panama Canal 
From—SAN FRANCISCO AND LOS ANGELES 
To—HAVANA AND NEW YORK 


EASTBOUND SAILINGS 


From San Francisco From Los Angeles 


INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 


S.S. COLOMBIA ........... September 17 September 19 
S. S. VENEZUELA.......... October 8 October 10 
S.S. ECUADOR.......... ..«. October 29 October 31 












Also regular sailings for Mazatlan, Manzanillo, Cham- 
perico, San Jose de Guatemala, Acajutla, La Libertad, La 
Union, Corinto, Amapala, Puntarenas, San Juan del Sur 
and Balboa, Cristobal (Panama) and Buenaventura. 

Trans-Shipment at Panama for South America and European Ports 


OFFICES 
350 Marquette Bldg., Chicago, Ill. 2 Pine Street, San Francisco, Cal. 
10 Hanover Sq., New York, N.Y. 548 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, Cal. 


Tripp Warehouse Company 
MERCHANDISE STORAGE 
POOL CAR DISTRIBUTION 


Centrally Located in Shipping District 
Motor Truck Delivery No Trap Car Delays 


““Sersice That Satisfies’”’ 


OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA. 












Southern Steamship Company 


FREE 
SWITCHING OPERATING a — SERVICE 
siiein Philadelphia, Pa., and Houston, Tex. 
RATES SAILINGS: 
From Philadelphia. ..Wednesdays and Saturdays 
—— From Houston. .......Mondays and Thursdays 





Low Rates Quick Dispatch Thru Package Cars 


GENERAL OFFICES: 
321 Commercial Trust Bldg., PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


THRU RATES AND 


GENERAL WAREHOUSING AND DISTRIBUTION. NEGOTIABLE 
WAREHOUSE RECEIPTS. MOTOR TRUCK AND TEAM SERVICE 


0. K. TRANSFER & STORAGE CO. 


UNION CITY°,-o WATERBURY 
BEACON FALLS@.-ONAUGATUCK 







sade “ewe DIRECT WATER ROUTES 
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MYSTIC South Norwalk, Bridgeport, New 
7? WESTERLY fi TOM " London and Norwich, Conn. 


Cc. F. A., W. ae L., Inter-Mountain, 


BRIDGEPORT 
SOUTH NORWALK 








TO ALL LONG ISLAND SOUND men BOAT sete to South and Southwest 
POINTS WEST aa. ee STORE DOOR DELIVERY CLYDE, OLD DOMINION, SAVANNAH, 
dita BY OUR OWN MOTOR TRUCKS via MALLORY an nd MORGAN S. S. LINES 


S00 TERMINAL alas 


Storers and Distributors of 


MERCHANDISE 


Chocolate and other candies stored 
all year round. 


Space for Rent 
Cool Temperatures 
“THE ECONOMICAL WAY” 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


LOCATED NEAR LOOP 


40 Car Siding. Free Switching. 
Tunnel delivery to all Trunk Lines 
and to Aurora and Elgin Electric. 






Represented by 
NATIONAL WAREHOUSING, INC. 





SPEED, ECONOMY, SAFETY AND SERVICE FOR SHIPPERS 


No Trucking, Switching or Draying. Fire-Proof Storage—Automatic Sprinkler. Daily Stock Reports if Desired. 
Finance Through Our Warehouse Receipts. Write or Wire for Detailed Information—Now ! 


BINYON SHIPSIDE WAREHOUSE CO., Inc. . HOUSTON, TEXAS 
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proval must not be construed as forbidding carriers to provide by 
their tariffs for the advancement of storage or transfer charges. 


While the rule, as the Commission states, discontinues the 
practice of carriers advancing other than common carrier charges, 
the charges to which you refer, i. e., car service charges, are 
common carrier charges and may be advanced by the carrier. 
As to the liability of a consignee for such charges, see our answer 
to “West Virginia” on page on page 916 of the October 25, 1924 
Traffic World, under the caption, “Demurrage Charges—Liability 
of Consignee For.” 


Rates—lIntra-Plant Switching 

Massachusetts—Question: Our side-track agreements pro- 
vide for free daily switching of in and out bound cars at times 
agreed between carrier and shipper. We have several side 
tracks. 

Empty car is ordered and is placed on shipper’s instructions 
on Track 1. The following day shipper requests carrier—as 
part of regular day’s switch—to move the same car from track 
1 to track 2 to complete loading. Carrier complies and bills 
shipper for $15.00 representing switching charges provided for in 
carrier’s switching tariff, part of which reads as follows: 


Intra-Plant Switching: Applying on switching movement from one 
track od another within the same plant or industry on line of any 
one carrier. 


Shipper declines to pay on the ground that tariff referred is 
applicable only when special movement or special switch is 
made and that the movement in question represented only part 
of regular daily switch. 

Is carrier entitled-to collect? 

Answer: While under a line haul rate it is the duty of a 
carrier to spot a car in the plant of a consignee except where 
the character of the plant is such as to make it impracticable 
for the carrier to perform switching service therein (see General 
Electric case, 14 I. C. C. 227, 246 and Gulf States Steel Co. vs. 
D. G., 66 I. C. C. 255, 258), a carrier may make a charge for any 
further switching service beyond the original spotting of the 
car. See Wharton Steel Co. vs. D. G., 59 I. C. C. 11, on page 
21 of which the Commission said: 


The question presented is whether the switching service between 
the points of loading and unloading at complainant’s plant, on the 
one hand, and the interchange tracks of the trunk lines at harton, 
on the other hand, is a transportation service on all proprietary traffic 
rather than a plant switching service. Transportation rates generally 
include adequate compensation for the acceptance and delivery of 
traffic. It is the duty of the carriers under the line-haul rate to 
deliver or receive carload freight at the usual points of unloading 
or loading unless such points are so located that the request for the 
receipt and delivery at such spots could not, in view of general usage, 
be regarded as reasonable. he line-haul rate, however, covers only 
one placement of the car for loading or unloading, and an additional 
charge may and should be made for each additional placement for 
that purpose. And whether such customary and reasonable delivery 
is made on the ordinary team track, switch track; or plant track 
of an industry it is a public transportation service. In Car Spotting 
Charges, 34 I. C. C. 609, we said at page 619: 

“The fact is, however, that the service which the carrier renders 
in the movement of cars over the interior tracks of the industrial 
plant for the purpose of receiving and delivering carload freight of the 
industry is a public service, and the tracks are used both for that 
public service and for the private purposes of the industry. 


It is, therefore, our opinion that the $15.00 switching charge 
published in the carrier’s switching tariff covering intra-plant 
switching is properly assessable on the movement in question. 


Liability of Carrier for Loss of Goods from Open Top 
Equipment 

Missouri—Question: Please let us have your opinion re- 
garding the liability of the carrier, under the following circum- 
stances. 

A shipper loaded 47,000 pounds of boilers upon a flat car 
and specified this weight on the bill of lading. ‘With these 
boilers there was one box of gauges, weight 85 pounds, which, 
of course, is an accessory for the operation of the boiler. There 
was also loaded on the flat car a quantity of fire brick which 
caused the box of gauges to be hidden from view. 

When the car arrived at destination the box of gauges was 
short. What citation, if any, will support the claim of the 
shipper? 

Answer: If a carrier accepts for transportation in open 
top equipment goods which; because of their value and sus- 
ceptibility to pilferage should in its opinion have been loaded 
in closed cars, the carrier is, as we see it, liable in damages 
for any loss of goods from the car which does not come within 
one of the recognized exceptions to the carrier’s liability. This, 
notwithstanding the fact that, in our opinion, a carrier may 
refuse to accept such goods in open top equipment except where 
a release is executed for the reason that the nature thereof is 
such as to make the shipment in closed cars a precaution which 
the carrier may, under its right to make and enforce reasonable 
regulations for the conduct of its business, reasonably insist 
upon. 

The liability of a carrier being practically that of an insurer, 
it may, we believe, lawfully insist upon the loading of goods, 
which, because of their value and susceptibility to pilferage, 
materially increase its risk, in cars which afford a greater pro- 
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tection against theft than open top equipment, but if it accepts 
such goods without exception in such equipment it may, in our 
opinion, be held liable for the loss of the goods. 

It is not clear whether in the instant case the carrier is 
chargeable with notice of the loading of the box of gauges on 
the car with the boilers, but if so, the carrier is, in our opinion, 
liable in damages for the loss thereof. See O. N. M. & P. Ry. 
Co. vs. H. M. S. Drilling Co., 229 Pacific 420, in which case the 
court said: 


Going first to the claim of contributory negligence of the plain- 
tiff in accepting an open top coal car for loading the shipment of 
oil well supplies, the receiving carrier by experience and observation 
is familiar with the conditions under which a certain shipment must 
move over its line of railway and connecting carriers to its des- 
tination. It is reasonably advised of the dangers of loss to which 
the shipment is exposed by varying causes. The carrier is in a 
better position to judge the manner and method best suited for the 
transportation of the shipment than the consignor or cometenes 
Therefore the carrier, having undertaken and accepted responsibility 
for the selection of the kind and class of car in which to load and 
transport the freight, ordinarily no duty rests upon the shipper to 
inspect the car tendered for loading the freight, or in the matter 
of the selection of the kind or class of car for use in the trans- 
portation of the shipment. If the freight be loaded into and trans- 
ported in a car unsuited for the service, it is the responsibility and lia- 
bility of the carrier. . C. Cc. & St. L. Ry. Co. vs. Louisville Tin 
& Stove Co. (Ky.), 111 S. W. 358; Blatcher vs. P. B. & W. R. R. 
Co., 31 App. D. C. 385, 16 L. R. A. (N. 8.) 991; Peters vs. N. O, J, 
& G N. R. Co., 16 La. Am. 222, 79 Am. Dec. 578. 


Liability of Carrier for Delay in Investigating Claim Which 
Resulted in Shipper Losing Right of Action Against 
Consignee for Purchase Price of Goods 

New York— Question: A less carload shipment is for. 
warded to an interior point in Florida in 1925, routed Clyde— 
A. C. L. or Clyde—F. E. C. Shipment is delivered and an excep- 
tion of one or two cases is noted upon delivery. Noted freight 
bill is furnished consignee. Consignee when paying invoice 
deducts for shortage and forwards noted freight bill in support 
of deduction. Claim is filed against the Clyde Line Steamship 
Company and is duly acknowledged. Information covering investi- 
gation as to the merits of above claim is received six months 
and in some instances one year later. They furnish copy of 
delivery receipts showing shortage has been subsequently de- 
livered. In fact, their dates on the delivery receipts show that 
delivery was made from one to two months after the original 
shipment was delivered. In most instances the signatures on 
the delivery receipts which they furnish are other than the 
consignee. They contend that the signatures are that of the 
authorized drayman. It has been developed that the customers 
to whom shortages they claim were subsequently delivered, have 
given up their business. We, therefore, have no recourse other 
than charging off these losses. ; 

It is our opinion if these claims had been handled promptly 
and we were advised that the shortage had been delivered we 
could then protect the value of our invoice. As it is now, we 
cannot collect from our customers, as they have left for parts 
unknown. 

Can you furnish us with a ruling covering the above case 
or do you think we must stand the loss on claims as cited 
above? 

Answer: We have not been able to locate a decision which 
covers the point you raise. The facts, as we understand them 
to be, are that the shipper having been advised by the consignee, 
when invoiced for the purchase price of certain goods, that 
delivery had not been made by the carrier, and, relying upon 
this statement, filed claim with the carrier in the regular way 
for the value of the shipment. The carrier, we assume, in the 
regular course of its handling of claims, upon investigation, de- 
veloped and proved that delivery of the shipment had been 
made, but during this time the consignee became bankrupt or 
suspended business. 

The question to be determined, then, is, as we see it, whe- 
ther the carrier, having no knowledge of the fact, nor reason to 
believe that the consignee would be insolvent, or would retire 
from business within the time it held the claim for investigation, 
can be held liable, in the event that more than a reasonable time 
for investigation elapsed between its receipt of the claim and 
its advice and proof to the shipper of the fact that delivery had 
been made, with the consequent loss to the shipper of his 
opportunity to secure payment from the consignee of the pur- 
chase price of the shipment. 

Our opinion is that, inasmuch as the carrier actually made 
and proved a delivery of the shipment and, therefore, is not 
liable for the loss thereof, it cannot be held liable for the value 
of the shipment merely on the ground that its investigation, 
which proved this fact, was not made within such time as to 
afford the shipper an opportunity to recover the purchase price 
of the shipment from the consignee while he continued in busi- 
ness as a going concern. 

It is true that a carrier should promptly investigate and 
pay claims for loss of, injury or delay to shipments, but in this 
case no liability on the part of the carrier can be predicated 
upon the ground of negligence in the physical handling of the 
shipment, the only basis for liability being that it failed to act, 
in the investigation of a groundless claim, in time to afford the 
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BE YOUR CUSTOMERS’ 
NEIGHBOR IN LOS ANGELES 


You actually become your customers’ 
neighbor in Los Angeles when you have 
a stock of goods stored in the Metropol- 
itan Warehouse, ready for delivery on a 
moments notice. 


The warehouse is constructed of re- 
inforced concrete and is located in the 
heartof the wholesale and retail districts. 

The fire insurance rate is 15.3c. 


METROPOLITAN 
WAREHOUSE CO. 


Merchandise Storage Drayage Pool Car Distribution 
1340-1356 East Sixth Street 


LOS ANGELES 


EASTERN REPRESENTATIVES: 
CROOKS TERMINAL WAREHOUSES 


417 W. Harrison St. 225 Broadway 
CHICAGO NEW YORK 


MrNesN 


EASTERN AGENTS 
MUNSON-McCORMICK LINE 
INTERCOASTAL SERVICE 


From Baltimore and New York Weekly 
(EVERY SATURDAY) 


*From Philadelphia and Boston Bi-Weekly 
(ALTERNATE WEDNESDAYS) 


DIRECT TO 
LOS ANGELES HARBOR—SAN 
FRANCISCO, OAKLAND, PORTLAND, 
SEATTLE and TACOMA 


Through Bills of Lading issued to other 
Pacific Coast Ports; Hawaii, Far East 
and British Columbia 


*Differential Rates from Philadelphia and Boston 


MUNSON STEAMSHIP LINE 
Munson Building, 67 Wall St., New York 


St. Louis, Pittsburgh, Baltimere 
hia, Mobile, New Orleans 


McCORMICK STEAMSHIP CO. 


GENERAL PACIFIC COAST AGENTS 
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11 Days Across 


the Pacific 
via Seattle 


and the Great Circle Track—the short route 
to the Orient. Build your businessin the Orient 
by prompt deliveries. Save insurance, too, be- 
cause of shorter period in transit plus high 
marine classification. Every fourteen days a 
sailing from Seattle for Yokohama, Kobe, 
Shanghai, Hong Kong, Manila. Through Bills 
of Lading issued to other ports. 


T.J. Kehoe, General Eastern Agent, 32 Broadway, New York City 


W.G. Roche Inc., General Agt., R. W. Bruce, General Agent, 
1714 Dime Bank Building, 110 South Dearborn St., 
Detroit, Mich. Chicago, Ill 


L. L. Bates, General Freight Agent, 
1519 Railroad Ave. So., Seattle, Wash. 


American Mail Line 


Other Offices, Boston, Philadelphia, Portland, Ore. 
Tacoma, Wash., Vancouver, B.C. and Victoria, B.C. 


GULF DACIFIC LINE 


SAILINGS EVERY FOURTEEN DAYS 
FROM 


Houston, Mobile, New Orleans 
AND 
Regular Service From 


Beaumont, Port Arthur, Lake Charles 


Galveston, Tampa 
TO 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco 
Oakland, Portland, Seattle, Tacoma 
and Vancouver (B. C.) 


Through Bills of Lading issued to Hawaii, Australia, 
New Zealand and Dutch East Indies for trans- 
shipment at San Francisco. 


THE STEELE STEAMSHIP LINE, INC., General Gulf Agents 
Main Office: 424 Whitney Building, New Orleans, La. 


SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., Pacific Coast General Agents 
Main Office: 430 Sanseme Street, San Francisco, Calif. 


SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., W. J. SMITH, General Agent 
208 South La Salle Street Chicago, Ill. 
SWAYNE & HOYT, INC., H. H. KENNEDY, General Agent 
320 Merehants Exchange B St. Louis, Mo. 


uilding 
THE STEELE STEAMSHIP LINE, INC., General Agents 
15 Moore Street F New York, N. Y. 
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shipper an easier and more certain means of collecting a debt, 
this, in our opinion, not constituting a legal basis for an action 
against the carrier for the value of the shipment. 

In other words, in our opinion, one party has no right of 
action against another party for the latter’s delay in establishing 
the fact that the former has no right of action against him, 
whereby the one party loses an opportunity to collect a debt 
from a third party. ‘ 
Freight Charges—Liability of Consignor for Where Consignor 

Signs Stipulation That Carrier Shall Not Deliver Shipment 

Without Payment of Charges by Consignee, but Tariff 

Requires Prepayment of Charges 

Wisconsin — Question: We have considerable trouble in 
making shipments to points that prove to be prepaid stations 
some time after they have left our plant and our customers have 
been billed. 

What we mean to say is that when an order goes through 
our Traffic Department for routing very often the available 
guides fail to disclose the fact that the station to which the 
shipment is destined is a non-agency point and in cases where 
the goods are sold f.o.b. Milwaukee they are allowed to go 
forward from our plant freight collect. 

Anywhere from two weeks to two months later the railroad 
company comes back and bills on us for the amount of freight 
charges, due to the fact that the station has proven to be a non- 
agency point requiring the freight charges to be prepaid. 

Inasmuch as all tariffs show a reference when a station is a 
non-agency point, we have requested the carrier to cooperate 
with us and advise us of any discrepancy immediately upon bill- 
ing the shipment out, 

This would enable us to include the amount of freight 
charges on our invoice and get our money back from the cus- 
tomer, but as the matter is being handled and after the customer 
has paid for his goods we present him with a freight bill for 
charges, it is usually disregarded and as the matter stands, we 
are paying out a great deal of money which could be and should 
be eliminated. 

You will note in the margin of the uniform straight bill of 
lading a statement, which when signed, should eliminate all 
chances of a carrier making delivery of goods without the pay- 
ment of freight charges. 

As a last resort, we have begun filling in this space thinking 
it would enable the carrier to be more careful in the handling of 
these and bill us more promptly for any freight charges which 
may due them on shipments destined to prepaid stations. 

This seems to be disregarded, however, and we are receiving 
just as many bills as ever for shipments destined to prepay 
stations, whereas, the bills of lading are marked “collect.” 

Will you kindly advise whether or not it is in line for the 
carrier to bill on a shipper for the amount of the freight charges 
when the bill of lading is stamped to the effect that the carrier 
should not make delivery of freight without payment of all 
freight and other lawful charges. 

Answer: Where freight is consigned to a non-agency or 
prepay station, the shipper is ordinarily required to prepay the 
charges, and the carrier should not execute a bill of lading in 
which the shipper has signed the stipulation provided for in 
Section 7 of the Bill of Lading Contract Terms and Conditions. 
This for the reason that under the law the carrier is required to 
collect its charges upon delivery of a shipment, which cannot 
be done where the shipment is delivered at a non-agency station. 

If, however, the carrier does execute a bill of lading covering 
a shipment to a prepay station, in which the stipulation referred 
to above has been signed by the shipper, the effect thereof is 
apparently to preclude it from recovering from the consignor 
the amount of any undercharge. ‘See, in this connection, our 
answer to “Ohio,” on page 1308 of the November 28, 1925, Traffic 
World under the above caption. 


COAL PRODUCTION AND SHIPMENT 


Total production of soft coal the week ended August 20 was 
estimated at 9,142,000 net tons by the Bureau of Mines of the 
Department of Commerce. This was an increase of 49,000 tons 
as compared with the output for the preceding week. Anthracite 
production was estimated at 1,577,000 net tons, a decrease of 
30,000 tons as compared with the preceding week. 

Bituminous coal dumped into vessels at Lake Erie ports the 
week ended August 21 totaled 931,327 net tons, as compared 
with 917,516 tons the preceding week. Anthracite shipped from 
Lake Erie ports totaled 27,983 net tons, as compared with 54,001 
tons the preceding week. 

Tidewater bituminous coal shipments the week ended 
August 20 totaled 422,933 net tons from Hampton Roads, of 
which 247,142 tons were for New England delivery, and 6,088 
tons from Charleston, S. C. 


You may either write or wire our Washington office 
for information concerning matters in any department 
of the government there, if you are a subscriber to 
THE DAILY TRAFFIC WORLD. 
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MEN IN TRANSPORTATION 


“The delay in the settlement of shippers’ cases is mani. 
festly unjust and, to relieve the situation, the committee recom. 
mends an increase of $141,940 over the amount available for 
the current fiscal year for the general éxpenses of the Commis. 
sion, to employ additional examiners and other personnel that 
may be necessary to expedite the settlement of these cases,” 
said the House committee on appropriations in its report at the 
last session of Congress, recommending a total appropriation of 
$7,811,314 for the Interstate Commerce Commission for the fiscal] 
year that began July 1. The recommendation was approved by 
Congress without a dissenting vote. 

That was the result of statements made to the committee 
by representatives of the Commission and of shippers as to the 
situation that existed with reference to the handling of formal 
complaints filed by shippers. The committee was advised, in 
effect, that, notwithstanding the steps that had been taken by 
the Commission to improve the situation through shortening 


ULYSSES BUTLER 


the procedure in formal cases, additional examiners must be 
employed if action on complaints was to be expedited. 

“The throat of our bottle is the Bureau of Formal Cases,” 
said Chairman Esch. 

Including Ulysses Butler, chief examiner, in charge of the 
Bureau of Formal Cases, two assistant chief examiners and an 
assistant to the chief examiner, there are now 113 examiners on 
the staff of the Commission. This is more than double the 
number of examiners in 1920, when the total was 53. In 1925 
there were 79 and in 1926 86 examiners. Ten examiners have 
been appointed since July 1. 

In 1926 there were 1,333 proposed ‘reports issued, or a0 
average of more than 25 a week. After a report has been writ- 
ten by an examiner, it is “tariff checked,” if necessary, and cil- 
culated. 

Among those not familiar with Commission procedure, the 
impression obtains now and then that an examiner’s proposed 
report reflects the views of the Commission. To guard against 
such an impression being formed, the Commission attaches t0 
each proposed report made available for public inspection in its 
“press room” and “public reference room” the following state- 
ment: 


The findings and conclusions set out in this report by the attorney 
examiner are merely tentative, and are not the findings and conclu- 





Septemb 


mani- 


recom. 
dle for 
om mis- 
el that 
cases,” 
at the 
tion of 
> fiscal] 
ved by 


mittee 
to the 
formal 
sed, in 
cen by 
tening 


September 3, 1927 


United Fruit Company 


General Offices, One Federal Street, Boston, Mass. 


STEAMSHIP SERVICE 


REGULAR FREIGHT SAILINGS 
FROM 


New York, Boston and New Orleans 
TO 


Havana and Santiago, Cuba 


JAMAICA COLOMBIA 


Kingston Cartagena 
Port Antonio Puerto Colombia 
Jamaica Outports Santa Marta 


CANAL ZONE baa hee se 


Ports of Guatemala 
PANAMA and British and 

Bocas del Toro Spanish Honduras 

Through Bills of Lading issued via Cristobal to West Coast Port 
of South America, Central America and Mexico 
For rates and other information, address 
17 Battery Place... New York, N. Y. 
= St. Char 


ng arf 
Marquette Building Chicago, II 
311 California Street San Francisco, Ca 


Cuba-Mexican Gulf Ports 


FREIGHT SERVICE 


Sailings from New York 


FOR HAVANA— Weekly Express service every 
Saturday. Cuban ports—Weekly service for Santiago 
every Thursday. Fortnightly service for Cienfuegos, 
Guantanamo and Manzanillo alternate Thursdays. 
Sailings to other Cuban ports as freight offers. Mexi- 
can Ports—Weekly service to Vera Cruz and Tam- 
pico every Thursday. To Progreso fortnightly service 
alternate Thursdays. To Puerto Mexico, monthly 
service. 


Sailings from Philadelphia 


For Havana, Tampico and Puerto, Mexico— 
Monthly service. 


PASSENGER SERVICE 


Express sailings every Saturday to Havana on steamers 


' “Orizaba” and “Siboney.” Steamers “Monterey” and “Mexico” 


furnish fortnightly service on Thursdays to Progreso, Vera 
Cruz, Tampico, Mexico. Ten and seventeen day cruises to 
Havana; Special round trip fares and rail-water circle tours to 
Mexico City in effect the year around. 


New York AND Cusa Marz S. S. Co. 


WARD LINE 


Pier 13, Foot of Wall St., New York City 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 


LEONARD’S GUIDE 


Freight, Express, Parcel Post 
RATES and ROUTINGS 


All in One Book! | 


Entirely different from anything else you have ever 
seen. Used by the leading firms in over 600 cities. 


We keep our subscribers advised of all changes by our 
supplements and by special notice when necessary, and 
the Guide is entirely revised and reprinted each year. 


Three years ago used in only 25 cities. 
Today used in 600 cities! 
Why? 

Because we save our subscribers money 


Send for sample sheets showing parcel post and 
express rates from your city to every point in the 
United States and Canada. 


G. R. LEONARD & CO., Inc. 


155 North Clark St. 15 East 26th Street 
CHICAGO NEW YORK 


BOSTON, MASS. 


view CHARLES RIVER STORES, 131 Beverly St. 


Direct Connection with Bosten & Maine R. R. 


Also ALBANY TERMINAL STORES, 137 Kneeland St. 


Direct Connection with Boston & Albany R. R. 


Also SUMMER STREET STORES, 419 Summer St. 


Direct Connection with N. Y., N. H. & H. R. R. 


Also BATTERY WHARF STORES 


Direct Connection with Union Freight R. R. 
Total General Storage Capacity: 9,706,000 Cubic Feet 
MAIN OFFICE: 


Quincy Market Cold Storage & Whse. Co. 


178 Atlantic Avenue, BOSTON, MASS. 
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sions of the Commission and must not be referred to as the decision 
of the Commission. 


Proposed reports embody the independent views of the ex- 
aminers writing them and do not reflect the views of the Com- 
mission. Difference of opinion between the Commission and an 
examiner is indicated now and then in reports of the Commis- 
sion wherein it is stated that the conclusions differ from those 
of the examiner. 

Practically all the examiners on the staff of the Commission 
are graduates of law schools, though a legal sheepskin is not 
required as a condition precedent to becoming an examiner. 
The requirement, in general, is that an applicant for appoint- 
ment as an examiner must be an attorney or have had expe- 
rience along the lines of the work done by the Commission that 
will qualify him to become an examiner. After an examiner has 
been appointed, he is subjected to an intensive course of train- 
ing in interstate commerce regulation. This training includes a 
course of lectures. Assistant Chief Examiners Charles F. 
Gerry and W. H. Wagner are in charge of the training course. 
A number of examiners are assigned to the staffs of commis- 
sioners and two are assigned to the hearing of fourth section 
applications. 

Mr. Butler, who has been chief examiner since June 16, 
1923, has a record of long service with the Commission. He 
was born in Washington, D. C., attended the schools there, and 
was graduated from the Georgetown University Law School. 
He was appointed to the Commission’s staff in 1904 while living 
at Pittsburgh, Pa. Shortly after his employment with the Com- 
mission, he was made an attorney in the safety appliance 
bureau. He became an examiner in the Bureau of Formal Cases 
in 1913, and was appointed assistant chief examiner October 16, 
1920.—S. H. S. . 


Digest of New Complaints 


i? 
e 


No. 19732. Sub. No. 5. Watertown (S. D.) Chamber of Commerce et 
al. vs. Arkansas Western et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on fruits and 
vegetables from points in Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, Oklahoma, 
Louisiana and Texas to Watertown, S. D. Asks rates for future 
and reparation. 

. 19337. Sub. No. 1. Haley-Neely Co. et al., Sioux Falls, S. D., vs. 
Arkansas Southern et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1 and 3 of the act, on fruits and 
vegetables from points in Missouri, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas 
and Louisiana to Sioux Falls, S. D. Asks rates for future and 
reparation. 

. 19766. Sub. No. 1. Sawyer Stoll Timber Co., Escanaba, Mich., 
vs. M. St. P. & S. Ste. M. et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 2, 3, 4 and 13 of the act, on 
pulpwood from upper peninsula of Michigan to Larch.and Her- 
mansville, Mich., said pulpwood moving to final destinations of 
Green Bay, Oconto Falls and Peshtigo, Wis. Asks rates for fu- 
ture and reparation. 

P os ‘ eecs Mfg. Co., Minneapolis, Minn., vs. C. St. P. M. & 

. et al. 

Unjust and unlawful rates on cattle stanchions, live stock stalls, 
litter carriers, feed cookers, tank heaters, galvanized iron tanks 
iron pipes and other similar barn equipment from DePere an 
Oshkosh, Wis., to Hastings, Minn., and West Minneapolis. Asks 
rates for future and reparation. 

- 19938. International Agricultural Corporation et al., Montgomery, 
Ala., vs. Illinois Central et al. 

tes in violation of sections 1, 3 and 4 of the act, on peat 
humus from Manito, IH., to Florence, Montgomery and Union 
Springs, Ala. Asks rates for future and reparation. 
. 19939. Birmingham Rail and Locomotive Co., Birmingham, Ala., 
vs. A. B. & A. et al. 

Unreasonable rates on second-hand rails from Hopkins, Ga., 


to North Birmingham, Ala., and Collins, Tenn. Asks rates for 
future and reparation. 


* — Burroughs Adding Machine Co., Detroit, Mich., vs. Wabash 
et al. 

Unreasonable rate on adding machines from Detroit, Mich., to 
San Francisco, Calif. Asks rate for future and reparation. 


- 19941. Heywood-Wakefield Co., Chicago, Ill., vs. C. M. & St. P. 
Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 4 of the act, on theater 
chairs from Chicago to points on defendant’s line, governed 
by Illinois -classification, the complaint comprehending all rates 
and charges Hee ry | from the application of third class ratings, 
minimum weight 16,000 pounds. Asks reparation. 
. 19942. New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau et al., New Orleans, La., 
vs. Arkansas & Louisiana Missouri et al. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 4 of the act, on rough 
Rice between Vb ag oints in Arkansas, Louisiana, Missouri 
and Texas, and New eans. Asks joint through rates not in 
excess of mileage scale prescribed by Commission in No. 9922, 
Lake Charles Rice Milling Co. vs. A. & N. et al., 63 I. C. C. 18-42, 
plus 25 per cent, plus the increases authorized in Increased Rates, 
1920, 58 I. C. C. 220, and reduced under Reduced Rates, 1922, 68 
I. C. C. 676, applied over the shortes§ routes over which carload 
traffic can be moved without transfer of lading, in lieu of pres- 


ent rates, or such other rates deemed just and reasonable by 
the Commission, and reparation. 


i SS etemans Poultry Food Co., Inc., Baltimore, Md., vs. Penn- 
sylvania. 

Rates in violation of sections 1, 3 and 13 of the act, on lime 
and ground limestone. Complainant alleges it manufactures at 
Crisfield, Md., lime from oyster shells, shipped as agricultural 
lime, to points in Virginia and the Carolinas, in competition with 
similar lime produced at Norfolk, Va., and ground limestone pro- 
duced at points in Virginia, North Carolina and Mascot, Tenn., 
and limes produced from limestone in West Virginia Virginia 
and North Carolina, Asks rates for future and reparation. 


Vol. XL, No. 10 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 


The Traffic Club of South Bend held its fourth annual 
outing at Erskine Park August 25. About 150 members and 
guests attended. There were 86 entrants in the golf tourna. 
ment. The Oliver Hotel Cup was won by L. E. Clarahan, in. 
dustrial agent of the Wabash, at St. Louis, and the LaSalle 
Hotel Cup was won by E. W. Clapp, traffic manager, Southern 
Pacific, at Chicago. The dinner was held at the K. of C, 
House. “Uncle Bob,” of KYW, Chicago, was the principal enter. 
tainer. The club has ratified the resolution pertaining to in. 


dustrial waste adopted by the Associated Traffic Clubs of 
America. 


The Traffic Club of Baltimore will hold a dinner meeting, 
the first of the season, at the Rennert Hotel, September 6. An 
elaborate program of entertainment has been prepared and 
William Werckenthien, president of the Island Export Company, 
who has recently returned from a trip to Europe, will speak on 
“Business Conditions in Europe.” 


The Miami Valley Traffic Club will hold its first meeting 
of the season at the Elks Club, Xenia, O., September 19. C. L. 


G. Breene, of Dayton, will be the speaker. Golf will be played 
in the afternoon. 


Members, families, and friends of the Motor City Traffic 
Club (Detroit) enjoyed a trip to Put-In-Bay August 29. Games, 
dancing, and swimming at the island provided entertainment. 
The excursion was arranged through the courtesy of the Ashley 
and Dustin Steamship Company. 


The Pacific Traffic Association held a “Railroad Night” at 
the Palace Hotel, San Francisco, August 30. T. H. Williams, 
assistant general manager, Southern Pacific, spoke on ‘“Prob- 
lems of an Operating Man in Handling, Dispatching, and As- 
sembling Trains.” W. S. Wollner, general safety agent and 
personnel manager, Northern Pacific, spoke on “The Railroad 
Man.” The Southern Pacific Orchestra, conducted by William 
H. Starling, furnished music, and Jane Gates, Dell Perry, and 
E. C. Rudolph, of the Santa Fe, provided entertainment. The 
annual picnic will be held at Paradise Park September 11. Two 
boats have been chartered for the occasion. Dan Tinney is 
chairman in charge of arrangements. 


The first annual meeting of the Chattanooga Traffic and 
Transportation Club will be held at the Patten Hotel Septem- 
ber 6. Fitzgerald Hall, vice-president and general counsel, 


N. Cc. & St. L., will be the principal speaker. The annual elec- 
tion of officers will be held. 


The Joplin Traffic Club will hold its annual golf tourna- 
ment and a dinner, opening the season’s activities, September 
8. The Traffic Club of Kansas City has been invited. The golf 
tournament will be held at Schifferdecker Park course and the 
dinner will be served at Sagamount Inn. S. S. Butler, traffic 
manager of the Frisco, will speak at the dinner. 


The bowling league of the Junior Traffic Club of St. Louis 
held the first event of its season at Park Recreation Alleys August 
29. The first fall dinner meeting will be held September 13. 
The program will include speakers and entertainment. 


The Milwaukee Traffic Club will hold its “third and last” 
golf tournament at the Tuckaway Country Club September 9. 
Automobiles will leave the Hotel Pfister at 7:30 A. M. 


The Knoxville Traffic Club held its annual summer outing 
at Kinsel Springs, in the Great Smoky Mountains, August 25. 
About two hundred were in attendance, which included mem- 
bers, their families, and guests. Resident members of the club 
provided out-of-town visitors and guests with automobile trans- 
portation for the 38 mile drive. Swimming, horseshoe pitching, 
baseball and various contests provided entertainment in the 


afternoon. A chicken dinner in the evening was followed by 
dancing. 


Personal Notes 


2 


Julius H. Parmelee, director of the Bureau of Railway 
Economics, is representing the International Chamber of Com- 
merce at the third general conference on communications and 
transit, Geneva, under the direction of the League of Nations. 

A. W. Gill has been appointed general freight agent, South- 
ern Railway, at Cincinnati, succeeding F. S. Reigel, resigned, 
to engage in other business. T. J. Logan has been appointed 


at assistant general freight agent, at Cincinnati. 


F. S. Reigal has been appointed general traffic manager of 
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crated as baggage at moderate charge. All 
steamers equipped for refrigerator cargo. 


Proposed Sailing Dates 


Eastbound from 
Westbound from New York San FranciscomLos Angeles 


S. S. California S.S. Manchuria Sept. 22 S.S. Mongolia Sept. 10 Sept. 12 
Ready for service SS. Mongolia Oct. 6 SS.Finland Oct. 1 Oct. 3 
t Ameri S.S. Finland Oct. 27 S.S. Manchuria Oct. 15 Oct. 17 






built liner. 


PANAMA Paciric LINE 


INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE MARINE COMPANY 


And every traffic manager knows 
the delay and grief incident to set- 
tling overcharge and undercharge 


claims resulting from shipping Pier 61 North River, N. Y. ©. 1 Broadway, N. Y. ©. 
A (W. 28rd St.) Tel. SB. 6760 Tel. ~ a 8800 
under rates that have been revised Philenciphic, “Publle, Ledger —- l,l ee 
San Francisco, 60 California St. Los Angeles, Central Bldg. 


without his knowledge. 


The traffic department in which 


The Traffic Bulletin 


is checked over each week 
is spared these - expenses 
and annoyances, for in 
THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 
is printed a complete list of 
the tariffs filed with the Com- 
mission in the current week. 


Ship by Water 


“DIFFERENTIAL RATES” via 


WILLIAMS LINE 





Last week’s TRAFFIC BUL- 
LETIN contained over thirty other - 
items of almost equal importance 
to the shipper. May we send you 


San Diego, Los Angeles, San Francisco 
Oakland, Seattle and Tacoma 

Baltimore, Philadelphia, 

a copy? : New York and Norfolk 
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SAILINGS EVERY 14 DAYS 
Thru bills of lading issued to all other Pacific 
Coast Ports, Hawaii and the Far — 

For rates, dates of sailings and other information apply 
WILLIAMS STEAMSHIP CO., hid, 
Moore and Water Streets, New York, Telephone Bowling Green 7394 
Baltimore, Md. Pa. Pa. a. Va. 


39 South St. Oliver 
And at our Branch Offices at ports of call, o™ 
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418 S. Market St. Chicago, Illinois 
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The Rossville Company, with headquarters at Lawrenceburg, 
Ind. 

R. E. O’Grady has been appointed perishable fruit agent of 
the Erie at New York, succeeding C. F. Case, commercial agent, 
relieved from active duty. 

T. R. Fitzpatrick has been appointed general coal freight 
agent, Pittsburgh & Lake Erie, at Pittsburgh. The office of 
assistant general freight agent in charge of coal and coke*rates 
and divisions has been abolished. D. G. Hood has been ap- 
pointed coal freight agent, at Pittsburgh. The office of general 
agent has been abolished. 

L. S. Wickes, traveling freight agent, has been placed in 
charge of an office of the Kansas City Southern and Texarkana 
and Fort Smith, recently opened at Oklahoma City. 

The C. & E. I. has opened an office at St. Paul, with K. L. 
McLeod, commercial agent, in charge. 

W. E. Burnett, Jr., has been appointed division freight 
agent, Norfolk and Western, at Roanoke, Va., succeeding H. L. 
Daw, retired. S. F. Thacker has been appointed commercial 
agent, at Bluefield, W. Va. G. C. Childress has been appointed 
commercial agent, at Bristol, W. Va.-Tenn., succeeding Mr. 
Thacker. R. B. Torbett has been appointed soliciting freight 
agent, at Bristol, Va.-Tenn., succeeding Mr. Childress. 

J. E. Moss has been appointed traveling freight agent, Mis- 
sissippi Central and Louisiana & Arkansas, at Atlanta, suc- 
ceeding W. O. Cone, resigned. 


The Boston and Maine has established a general Canadian 
agency, at Montreal, in charge of Andrew F. Lane, who has 
been general agent at Pittsburgh. R. C. Chambon, general 
agent, at Kansas €ity, succeeds Mr. Lane at Pittsburgh. 


E. M. Durham, Jr., has been elected senior vice-president 
of the Missouri Pacific. The position and title are newly cre- 
ated. He joined the official staff of that line in 1924, when he 
was appointed assistant to the president. On September 1, 
1926, he was made a vice-president of the Missouri Pacific, in- 
cluding the Texas lines. 


Wayne Butterbaugh, chairman of the educational commit- 
tee of the Associated Traffic Clubs of America and for the last 
four years director of the traffic management department of 
LaSalle Extension University, has been made a member of the 
faculty of the school of business of the University of Minne- 
sota. On coming to Chicago from Syracuse University in 1923, 
Butterbaugh undertook the preparation of a new course in 
traffic management. In the four years that followed there have 
been prepared and published, under his supervision, some 200 
pieces of printed material consisting of about 7,000 newly copy- 
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Seventy-four volumes comprise the read 
material in this library. In addition, there were prepared SOme 
1,200 printed problems and solutions, twenty-nine Practice 
tariffs, and a traffic law reference library. This has beep a 
monumental piece of research and writing, giving the traffic 
field a well-rounded, well-written, all inclusive, course of traip. 
ing. Much of it represents subjects discussed in text books 
for the first time. Among these may be mentioned: “Trafic 
Geography”; “Kinds of Rates”; “Kinds of Tariffs”; “Ove. 
charge Claims”; “Rail Traffic Solicitation”; “Marketing Trang. 
portation Services”; “Industrial Transportation Facilities”. 
“Domestic Parcel Post Service and Rates”; “Foreign and 
Domestic Mail Traffic’; “Export Shipments”; “Import Ship. 
ments”; “Government Regulatory Bodies”; ‘Analysis of Trans 
portation Statistics”; and the “Graphic Presentation of Rate 
Case Evidence.” Among the more outstanding accomplishment 
in this work are the simple and complete discussion of railroag 
freight rate structures, and the advanced methods employed jy 
teaching the use of rail, water, truck, and pipe-line freight tariffs 
Mr. Butterbaugh has just completed two new pieces of writing 
“Import Shipments,” and “Getting Ahead in Traffic.” The lat. 
ter offers those now engaged in traffic work and those who plan 
traffic as a life occupation, a helpful discussion of the voce. 
tional possibilities and the ways to get into traffic and of ad. 
vancing to the top. Mr. Butterbaugh will take charge of the 
traffic and transportation courses and research work at his new 
post in Minneapolis the first of October. 

Robert S. French, general manager and secretary of the 
National League of Commission Merchants of the United States, 
died at Miami, Fla., August 29. Mr. French, who represented 
commission merchants before the Commission and before the 
interstate commerce committees of Congress, left Washington, 
D. C., August 17, for Florida. According to advices received by 
his office in Washington the cause of death was heart disease, 





CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATION 


The United States Civil Service Commission announces an 
open competitive examination for transportation tariff exam. 
iner. Applications must be on file not later than October 1, 
The examination is to fill vacancies in the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and in positions requiring similar qualificatons. 
The entrance salary is $2,100 a year. The duties are to ex 
amine tariffs of carriers to determine whether their contsruc. 
tion, including rates and charges, is in conformity with the law 
= regulations of the Commission and to perform related 
work. 


Docket of the Commission 





NOTE—items in the Docket marked with an asterisk (*) are new, 
having been added since the last issue of The Traffic World. Cancel- 
lations and postponements announced too late to show the change in 
this Docket will be noted elsewhere. 


September 6—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner McChord: 
{9579 (and Sub. 1)—Travis Smith et al. vs. N. C. & St. L. Ry. 


September 6—Fort Worth, Tex.—Director Mahaffie: 
inance No. 5798—In re application of Ardmore, Vernon & Lub- 
bock Ry. Co. for authority to construct a line of railroad from 
Ardmore, Okla., to Lubbock, Tex. 
September 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Quimby: 
Valuation No. 897—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Wabash Ry. et al. 
Valuation No. 776—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
New Jersey, Indiana & Illinois R. R. 


September 6—Estes Park, Colo.—Commissioner Hall and Examiner 


es: 

14968—Victor-American Fuel Co. et al. vs. D. & S. L. R. R. et al. 
Seppenier 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Davis: 
me 


inance No. 6477—Joint Application of Slate Belt Telephone & Tele- 


graph Co. and 


company will 
is to be rendered and in the public interest. 


* Finance No. 6492—Joint Application of Southern Bell Telephone and 
Telegraph Co. and the Demopolis Telephone Co. for a certificate 
that the acquisition by the former company of the properties of 
the latter company will be of advantage to the persons to whom 


service is to be rendered and in the public interest. 


September 7—Portsmouth, O.—Examiner Johnson: 
9818—Ebersbach Construction Co. vs. L. & N. R. R 


September 7—Lansing, Mich.—Michigan Public Utilities Commission: 
R. Co. for au- 


Finance No. 6355—Application of Mineral Range R. 
thority to abandon a portion of its line. 
September 7—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Boat: 
Fourth Section Application 2040 et al. 
oonente 7—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiners Money and Esch: 
7000—Rate Structure Investigation, 
ucts and related articles. 


et al. 
19088—The Blanton Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
19141—The Refuge Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
19162—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. I. C. R. R. et a 


Lehigh Telephone Co. for a certificate that the 
acquisition by the latter company of the properties of the former 
be of advantage to the persons to whom service 


Part 8—Cottonseed, it prod- 
ee eoenate Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. 


; a © 3 
19165—The Procter and Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al. 


19169 (and Sub. 1)-—California-Arizona Ginners’ and Crushers’ Ass. 
et al. vs. Apache Ry. et al. 
sae etme Cotton Seed Products Corp. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. 


e al. S 
19194—-The Procter & Gamble Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
19245—The Procter & Gamble Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
19270—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 
19307—National Cotton Seed Products Corp. vs. A. & N. W. R. F 


et al. 
19325—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
19336—Portsmouth Cotton Oil Refg. Co. vs. D. L. & W R. R. et al 
19533—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
19551 (and Sub. 1)—Rome Soap Mfg. Co. vs. C. I. & W. R. R. etal 
19642—Elberton Oil Mills vs. Virginia & Car. Sou. R. R. et al. 
19838—Frederick Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. M.-K.-T. R. R. et al. 
1. & S. 2820—Vegetable Oils and related articles in Official C 
fication territory. 
&. S. 2759—Cottonseed and related vegetable products from South 
western territory to Central,, Eastern and Southern territories. 
1. & S, 2884—Vegetable Oils and Oil Foods from Texas to Ft. Wayné 
Ind., and Buffalo, N. Y. 
‘l. & S. 2926—Vegetable Oils in Official Classification territory. 
14594—American Linseed Co. vs. B. R. & P. Ry. et al. 
14683—Spencer Kellogg & Sons vs. B. R. & P. Ry. et al. 
15425—International Vegetable Oils Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et él 
16300 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 3, incl.)—Armstrong Packing Co. v8. A 


& S. Ry. et al. 

ee "permease Assn. of Chicago Heights vs. B. & O. R. R 
et al. 

17270 (and Sub. 1)—American Linseed Co, et al. vs. N. Y. 8. & W. 


’ et al. 

17339—C. F. Simonins’ Sons vs. C. I. & W. R. R. et al. 
17457—Humphreys-Godwin Co., Inc., vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. ; 
18026—Arkansas Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. A. C. & Y. By: 


et al. R 
18379— Texas Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. RB 


et al. 
18405—Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al 
18841—Alabama Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. L. & N. R. RB. 
18890—Lever Bros. Co. vs. B. & A. R. R. et al. 
18935—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & 8S. R. R. et al. 
September 7—Boston, Mass.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 


September 7—Detroit, Mich.—Special Examiner Rogers: al 
19299—Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs. A. & R. R. R. ¢ 
(further hearing). 
September 8—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Howell: i 
|. & S. 2936 (first supplemental order)—Petroleum from Chicag® *™ 
and St. Louis, Mo., groups to Mississippi Valley points. 
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1. & S. No. 2936—Petroleum from Chicago, Ill., and St. Louis, Mo., 
groups to Mississippi Valley points. Portions of Fourth Section 
App. Nos. 1613 et al., filed by Agent A. D. Hall et al. 

September 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 

17704—G. W. mg trading as Harp and Company, successors to 

Carter & Harp Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. 


September 8—Pittsburgh, Penn.—Examiner Williams: 
19560—Berney Bond Glass Company vs. B. & A. R, R. et al. 
19724—McClain Sand Company vs. Monongahela Ry. et al. . 


September 8—Portsmouth, O.—Examiner Johnson: 
9638—Chamber of Commerce of Portsmouth, O., vs. N. & W. Ry. 


September 8—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Brown: 

il. & S. 2941—Asphalt and petroleum road oil from South Pacific 
Coast Territory and intermediate points to Kansas City and St. 
Louis, Mo., Transcontinental. 

September 8—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Potter: 
Valuation No. 1013—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Illinois Northern Ry. 
September 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 
inance No. 6384—Application of Great Northern Ry. Co. for au- 
thority to acquire control of the Oregon, California & Eastern Ry. 
September 9—Easton, Pa.—Examiner Barron: 

19622—Western Paper Makers Chemical Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

19782—Empire Size & Chemical Corp. vs. A. B. & C. R. R. et al. 


September 9—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner McChord: 
17643 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2)—William Fraser, Jr., Inc., vs. A. 
Cc. L. R. R. et al. 
18165—William Fraser, Jr., Inc., vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 
18016—W'm. Fraser, Jr., vs. D. L. & W. R. R. et al. 


September 9—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
9799—Middle Creek Coal Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. et al. 


September 9—Kansas City, Mo.——Examiner Brown: 
lI. & S. 2943—Restriction of combination rule on sand between 
Kansas City, Mo., and points in Kansas and Missouri. 
September 9—Norfolk, Va.—Examiner Fuller: - 
Il. & S. No. 2960-—Lighterage or Transfer of cottonseed or other 
vegetable oils in New York Harbor when from southern territory. 
September 9—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Examiner Williams: 
9776 (and Sub. No. 1)—Carnegie Steel Company et al. vs. Penn. 
R. R. et al. 
September 9—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Maidens: 
19370—Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Ark. 
& La. Mo. Ry. et al. 
19443 (and Sub. No. 1)—Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Traffic Bu- 
reau et al. vs. K. O. & G. Ry. et al. 
September 9—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Boat: 
a ee Application No. 13061, amended, filed by B. T. Jones, 
agent. 
Fourth Section Application No. 13071, filed by B. T. Jones, agent. 
Fourth Section Application No. 1841 et al. 
Fourth Section Application 13176, filed by B. T. Jones. 


September 10—Terre Haute, Ind.—Examiner Johnson: 
9653—Interstate Sand & Gravel Co. vs. Wab. Ry. et al. 
19834—Terre Haute Chamber of Commerce vs, A. & W. Ry. et al. 


September 10—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Maidens: 
9445—Mid-West Fruit Company vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


September 12—San Antonio, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 
15338—Gugenheim Goldsmith Co. et al. vs. G. H. & S. A. Ry. et al. 
(further hearing for the purpose of permitting the Pruitt Com- 
mission Co. to prove that it was damaged). 
September 12—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Howell: 
9513—Inter-Cities Oil Company vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
19825—-Goodwillie-Green Box Company vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. et al. 
September 12—Norfolk, Va.—Examiner Fuller: 
c. — S. No. 2905—Sawmill logs from North Carolina to Virginia 
points. 
1. and E. No, 2950—Cotton handled by barge to and from Norfolk, 
Va., cotton warehouses. 


September 12—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Brown: 
19583—-United Clay Products Corp. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 


September 12—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Maidens: 
18581 (and Sub. No. 1)—Barnsdall Refineries, Inc., et al. vs. Santa 


Fe et al. 
19609—-Standard Oil Company of Louisiana vs. Santa Fe et al. 


September 12—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Ames: 

l. & S. 2934 (first and second supplements)—Off-track station and 
constructive receipt and delivery of freight at St. Louis, Mo., and 
East St. Louis, Ill. 

19594—-Transfer of freight within St. Louis and East St. Louis by 
dray and truck for and on behalf of railroads. 


September 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Marchand and Walsh: 

Valuation No. 875—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Philadelphia & Reading Ry. et al. 
Valuation No. 738—Atlantic City R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 762—Catasauqua and Fogelsville R. R. 
Valuation No. 772—Chester & Delaware River R. R. 
Valuation No. 680—Gettysburg & Harrisburg Ry. Co. 
Valuation No. 624—Middletown & Hummelstown R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 481—North East Pennsylvania R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 490—Perkiomen R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 711—Philadelphia & Chester Valley R. R. 
Valuation No. 748—Philadelphia, Newton & New York R. R. 
Valuation No. 752—Pickering Valley nm B. Co. 
Valuation No. 622—Port Reading R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 766—Reading and Columbia R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 623—Rupert & Bloomsburg R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 708—Stony Creek R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 662—Williams Valley R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 827—Ironton R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 819—Tamaqua, Hazleton & Northern R. R. Co. 
Valuation No. 1026—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Philadelphia Belt Line R. R. 


September 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner O’Neill: 
Val. Dkt. No. 1018—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Butte, Anaconda & Pacific Ry. Co. 


September 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Macomber: 
Val. Dkt. No. 1003—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Northwestern Railroad Company of South Carolina. 
September 12—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
19656—James O’Meara & Cut Stone Contracts of Washington, D. C. 
vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


Co. 
Co, 
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September 12—Columbia, Miss.—Examiner McChord: 
19760—Columbia (Miss.) Chamber of Commerce vs. I. C. R. R. et al 


September 12—Erie, Pa.—Examiner Williams: 
17035—Erie Bolt & Nut Co. et al. vs. B. & O 
hearing, solely on question of reparation). 


September 12—Austin, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 
— Glass Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. (further hey, 
ng). 
1. & S. 2899—Window glass and rough rolled glass from, to ay 
between points in the southwest. 


September 12—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Brennan: 
19444—Detroit Chemical Works vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
19600—Wilson Foundry & Machine Co. vs. A. A. R, R. et al. 


September 12—Washington, D,. C.—Examiner Faris: 

Val. Dkt. No. 1031—In re tentative valuation of the property of th 

Seaboard Air Line Ry. et al 

Val. Dkt. No. 607—In re Savannah & Statesboro Ry. Co. 
Val. Dkt. No. 649—In re Charlotte, Monroe & Columbia R. R. Co, 
Val. Dkt. No. 681—In re Tampa Northern R. R. Co. 
Val. Dkt. No. 687—In re Tampa & Gulf Coast R. R. Co. 
Val. Dkt. No. 1015—In re Raleigh and Charleston R, R. Co. 
Val. Dkt. No. 1016—In re Tampa Union Station Company. 
Val. Dkt. No. 1024—In re Athens Terminal Company. 
Val. Dkt. No. 1011—In re Florida Central and Guif Railway. 
Val. Dkt. No. 1032—In re Chesterfield and Lancaster R. R. Co. 
Val. Dkt. No. 1033—In re East and West Coast Railway. 
Val. Dkt. No. 1039—In re Macon, Dublin & Savannah R. R. Co, 
Val. Dkt. No. 1036—In re Charlotte Harbor & Northern Ry. Co, 
Val. Dkt. No. 1043—In re Tavares and Gulf R. R. Co. 


September 12—Pittsburgh, Pa.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 
September 12—Albany, N. Y.—Special Examiner Rogers: 
19299—Railroad Commission of Wisconsin vs. A. & R. R. R. et al, 
(further hearing). 


September 13—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Molster: 
Finance No. 6359—Application of St. Louis, San Francisco & Texas 
Ry. for authority to acquire and operate the properties of Paris 
& Great Northern R. R., to assume certain obligations, and to 
issue capital stock. 


September 13—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Barron: 
19682—Vacuum Oil Co. vs. Pa. R. R. et al. 
19783—Federated Metals Corp. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 


September 13—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Brown: 
19690—Sheffield Steel Corp. vs. M.-K.-T. R. R. et al. 


September 13—Cleveland, Ohio—Examiner Williams: 
19756—The Glidden Company vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


September 13—Chicago, IlIl.—Examiner Howell: 
19429—Clarkson Glue Company vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al. 
September 13—Norfolk, Va.—Examiner Fuller: 
19717—Caruso, Rinella, Battaglia Co., Inc., vs. A. C. L. R. R. etal. 
September 13—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Johnson: 
1. & S. 2952—Barrels or drums, iron or steel, from Northern points, 
also Memphis and Nashville, Tenn., to the Mississippi Valley. 


September 14—Cleveland, O.—Examiner Williams: 
i. & S. 2912—Crushed stone from Gibsonburg, Maple Grove and 
Woodville, O., to Detroit, Mich. 


September 14—Kalamazoo, Mich.—Examiner Brennan: 
19701—H. J. Lewis Co. et al. vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al. 
19781—Andrews Bros., Inc., et al. vs. Amer. Ry. Exp. Co. et al. 


September 14—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Brown: 
19625—Independent Sand Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


September 14—New Orleans, La.—Examiner McChord: 
5348—Krauss Brothers Lumber Co. vs. Director General, as agent, 
Southern Ry. et al. 
19099—Willow Springs Creamery Co., Inc., vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 


September 14—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Barron: 
19761—Ault and Wiborg Co. of New York vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


September 14—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Howell: 
19465—American Farm Bureau Federation vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al. 


September 14—Norfolk, Va.—Examiner Fuller: 
19581—Old Dominion Paper Company, Inc., vs. Aberdeen & Rock- 
fish R. R. et al. 


September 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walter: 
Val. Dkt. No. 1019—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Chicago, West Pullman & Southern R. R. Co. 


September 14—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Maidens: 
8312—Tulsa Traffic Association et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 


September 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walton: 
Val. Dkt. No. 1020—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Lake Terminal Railroad Company. 


September 14—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hendon: 
Valuation No. 1017—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
N. Y. Connecting R. R. 


September 14—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Boat: 
Supplemental Fourth Section Order No. 7542, enterd May 8, 1923, 
in No. 9702, Memphis-Southwestern Investigation, and applica- 
tions covered thereby (further hearing). 


September 14—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Boat: 
* Fourth Section Application No. 12542—(Further hearing). 


September 14—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Boat: ‘ 
* Passe Seeten Application No. 13160—Filed by Kansas City South- 
ern Ry. 


September 15—Minneapolis, Minn.—Commissioner Meyer and Exam- 
iners Mackley and Hall. ‘pa : a- 
* 17000—Part 7, Rate Structure Investigation, Grain and Grain Pro 


ucts. 
* 16294—State of Colorado and Public Utilities Commission of State 
of Colo. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. et al. 
17477—St. Joseph Grain Exchange et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. t 
17992 (and Sub. 1)—The Southern Kansas Millers’ Traffic Club ¢ 
al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
48203—American Maid Flour Mills et.al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
49103—Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. al 
19279—Board of Trade of Cairo, Ill., ys. Ark. & La. Mo. Ry. ‘7 
18359 (and Sub. 1)—Atchison Board of Trade et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. 


et al. F 
* 19660 (and Sub. 1)—Southwestern Millers League vs. A. T. & S. * 
y. et al. 
18782—New Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. R 
Teee0— Des Moines Elevator & Grain Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R. ® 
et al. 


. R. R. et al. (furthe 
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A PROVEN LOCATION— EFFICIENT AND RELIABLE 
CHICAGO’S BIG DOWNTOWN WAREHOUSE 


“At the Edge of the Loop” 
CLEAN, AIRY, WELL-LIGHTED FLOORS 
Stocks carried for local and out-of-town concerns 
LY of thy Pool cars distributed 
R. Co, Rail shipments anywhere without cartage expense 


l. 


Werden Space it Offices te bine 


INSURANCE 17.7c PER $100 PER YEAR NEGOTIABLE RECEIPTS 
WESTERN WAREHOUSING COMPANY 
» niin MERCHANDISE WAREHOUSES—POLK STREET TERMINAL, PENNSYLVANIA RAILROAD 


_ TELEPHONE STATE 3878 321 W. Polk St., Chicago | E. H. HAGEL, Superintendent 
ve and - 


R. et al. 


Mexico’s Dependable Freight Service 
MEXICAN RAILWAY—VERA CRUZ ROUTE 


2. et al. NEW ORLEANS NEWYORK 


, Rock- CUYAMELY MEXICAN WARD 
LINE AM 
LINE LINE 


3 agent, 


ul, 


t. et al. 


r of the 


PACHUCA 
Means 
MEXICO CITY ‘OB nil MEXICAN 
23 eaneA CUSTOM HOUSE WARD LINE aha EUROPEAN LINES 
ONUROUREUOGURAVAONNOVVONGBUEOUOVNEL, | MIELRUNTLA ea ated = 
HOURS gommanm Si MEXICAN RAIDWAY €—& _ wae EUROPEAN LINES HAVANA 
South- PUEBLA © Design 
Exam- 7 . From VERA CRUZ WEEKLY SERVICES 
- Prod- e Only Standard Gauge Line MEXICO CITY ae 
state The Short Line in Distance Phe eee 
> le ; To; PACHUCA NEW ORLEANS—Cuyamel Line 

il. The Short Line in Time of Transit : 
‘lub et PUEBL A —20 Hours NEW ORLEANS—Mex.-Am. Line 


l. 
a* al. Through Bills of Lading Issued by Steamship Lines to All Destinations on Mexican Railway. 
ae MEXICAN RAILWAY COMPANY 


rae G. W. WEST, General Freight and Passenger Agent W. F. PATON, General Agent 


al, . Apartado No. 68 Bis, Mexico City Marquette Building, Chicago 82 Beaver Street, New York 
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ar” 2 epee Board of Trade et al. vs. K. C. C. C. & St. J. Ry. 
et al. 
16322—-Nebraska State Ry. Commission vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
16612—-Superior Traffic Assn. vs A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
19453—Lucius P. Cook et al. vs. C. R. I. & P. et al. 

16112—Ogden Grain Exchange vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. (further hear- 





#2 % 


ing). 
September 15—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Maidens: 
9829—The Carter Oil Company vs. Santa Fe et al. 7 


15620—The Carter Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


Se tember 15—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Hoy 
9920—In the matter of intrastate fares of the Chicago, North Shore 
& Milwaukee R. R. within the states of Illinois and Wisconsin. 
September 15—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Barron: 
19777—United States Cold Storage Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
a 15—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Brown: 
1. & 2965—Cancellation of rate and restriction of combination 
rule stock cattle in W. T. L. territory. 
September 15—New Orleans, La.—Examiner McChord: 
er ee Waterways Corp. operating Miss.-Warrior Service et 
al. vs. A. L. Ry. et al. 
1. & > 2866" Newsprint Paper from Lakes Charles, La., to Shreve- 
port, " 
September 15—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Johnson: 
19725—Milne Lumber Co. vs. D. G. H. & M. Ry. et al. 
19745—Milne Lumber Co. vs. V. S. & P. Ry. et al. 
Sept 15—Fort Worth, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 
& S. 2919—Live stock from Texas points to Cincinnati, O., Louis- 
ville, Ky., and Indianapolis, Ind. 


September 15—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Howell: 
19699—The St. Louis Coke & Iron Corp. vs. A. G. S. R. R. et al. 
Sogieeer 15—Washington, D. C.—Director Burnside: 

Finance No. 313—In re Bingham and Garfield Railway Company. 
Finance No. 681—In re Nevada Northern Railway Company. 
Finance No. 768—In re Ray and Gila Valley Railroad Company. 

September 15—Tulsa, Okla.—Examiner Maidens: 
bas 1 i No. 1)—Cities Service Oil Company et al. vs. Santa 
eeta 
eee 16—Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Brown: 
* 1. & S. 2969—Switching charges at Kansas City, Mo.-Kan. 
te 16—Toledo, O.—Examiner Williams: 
Ww Ye =~ Board of Trade vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
. & S. 2954—Grain, Re ge and by-products from points in 
* Ohio to points in Ta, Gh, Ky. 
September 16—Tulsa, Okla. enue Maidens: 
19608—Skelly Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
* 19891—The Carter Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et = 
* bee oe ae Sub. 1)—Tidal Refining Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


* 16803-‘Skelly Oil Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
15255 (and Sub. 1)—Chestnut & Smith Corp. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. 
et al. (further hearing). 


September 16—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Barron: 
9714—United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. Cent. Vt. Ry. et al. 
19684—-United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
we we ww 16—Ft. Worth, Tex. —Examiner Walsh: 
.a& S$ 2944—Furnishing cars for the movement of live stock from 
points in the southwest. 
September 16—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner tremeen: 
17266—National Tinsel Mfg. Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. et al. 
September 16—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Johnson: 
19637—Alton Brick Co. et al. vs. A. & E. R. R. et al. 


September 16—Lynchburg, Va.—Examiner Fuller: 
19202—T: pate Bureau-Chamber of Commerce (Lynchburg, Va.) vs. 
& C. i B. EB ot al. 
1. and S. No. 2939—In re rates on vehicles from North Carolina and 
Virginia points to southern and eastern points. 


September 16—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Boat: 
Fourth Section Application No. 12523, filed by F. L. Speiden. 


September 16—Argument at be oa ps G: 

Finance No. 5919—Application of C R. L P. Ry. for authority 
to abandon the use of certain lines of “haar & Rio Grande 
Western R. 

Finance No. 6173—Application of Western Maryland Ry. for au- 
thority to acquire control of the Chesapeake & Curtis Bay R. R. 
by purchase of capital stock. 


September 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
3158—Nelson Fuel Co. et al. vs. C. & O. Ry et al. (Further hearing 
to determine amount of reparation due complainants under the 
decision of Commission). 
are 17—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 
. & S. 2972—Petroleum and its products from Texas to destinations 
“in Colorado on the C. B. & Q. R. R. 


September 17—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Johnson: 
19742—Walsh Fire Clay Products Co. vs. A. B. & A. Ry. et al. 
September 17—Kansas City, Mo.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 
September 17—Biloxi, Miss.—Examiner McChord: 
. & Ss. 2942—Oyster Shells to, from and between Southern and 
Southwestern points. 
September 19—Marinette, Wis.—Examiner Brennan: 
66—P. M. Allen, receiver Peshtigo Paper Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. 
S. M. Ry. et ai. 
ee 19—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Barron: 
19779—Sinclair Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
September 19—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner Maidens: 
19796—Boswell-Haynes Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
September 19—Mobile, Ala.—Examiner McChord: 
9591—Mobile Chamber of Commerce and Business League vs. A. & 
L. M. Ry. et al. 
September 19—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 
& S. 2933—Grain from Texas to Southeastern and Mississippi 
* Valley Destinations. 
Coptomber 19—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Johnson: 
9552—Blackmer & Post Pipe Co. et al. vs. A. & W. Ry. et al. 
September 19—Salina, Kan.—Examiner Brown: 
9778—The Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
hor nmap Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


19262. "Saline Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 





THE TRAFFIC WORLD Vol. XL, No. 19 


September 19—Lima, O.—Examiner Williams: 
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19660—E. C. Dailey vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 


September 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Corbitt: 
Valuation No. 882—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
West Side Belt R. R. 
Valuation No. 835—In re tentative valuation of the Pittsburgh ¢ 
West Virginia Ry. 
Cees 19—Winston-Salem, N. C.—Examiner Fuller: 
19772—Columbia Sand Company, Inc., vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 


September 19—Oklahoma City, Okla. —Bxaminer Maidens: 


* = — City Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. V. J, \ 
y. eta 
ey ar yy 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
+ & S. 2973—Rules for body-icing vegetables from Southeastern ter- 
tory. 
September 19—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiners Money and Esch: 
7000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 8—Cottonseed, its prod- 
— and related articles. 
lL. & S. 2820—Vegetable Oils and related articles in Official Classi- 
fication territory. 
1. & S. 2759—Cottonseed and related vegetable products from South- 
Giaere territory to Central,, Eastern and Southern territories, 
1. & S, 2884—Ve — Oils and Oil Foods from Texas to Ft. Wayne, 
Ind., and Buffalo, N. Y. 
& s. 2926—Vegetable Oils in Official Classification territory. 
alte Achectenn Linseed Co. vs. B. = & P. Ry. et al. 
14683—-Spencer Kellogg & Sons vs. R..& F. ¢ et al. 
15425—International ee Oils &o. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 
we as ra. Nos. 1 , incl.)—Armstrong Packing Co. vs. A. 
° y. et —_ 
eee Assn. of Chicago Heights vs. B. & O. R. R. = 
< 


17270 = Sub. 1)—American Linseed Co. et al. vs. N. Y. S. & W. 
R. R. et al 


17339—C. F. Simonins’ Sons vs. C. I. & Ww, R. R. et al. 1 
17457—Humphreys-Godwin Co., Inc., vs. & S. Ry. et al. 
ans Cotton Seed Crushers’ Suk vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. 


al. 
18979 Texas Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. 


18405—Interstate Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. & + * R. et al. 

18841—Alabama Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. L. & N. R. R. 

18890—Lever Bros. Co. vs. B. & A. R. R. et al. 

18935—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & S. R. R. et al. 

ne Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. 
et al. 

19088—The Blanton Co. vs. & V. Ry. et * 

19141—-The Refuge Cotton on Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

19162—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. I. é "R. R. et al. 

19165—The Procter and Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. A. & B. B. R. R. et al. 

19169 (and Sub. 1)—California-Arizona Ginners’ and Crushers’ 
Assn. et al. vs. Apache Ry. et al. 


Wire --eatenee Cotton Seed Products Corp. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. N 
19194—The Procter & Gamble Co. vs. & S. e al. 
ise70—The. Southern Cotton Ol Co. 3 B e528 RR otal, 
e Southern Cotton oO. VS. - eta 

ee Cotton Seed Products Corp. vs. A. & N. W. R. R. 

et a 
19325—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & R. R. .. mi al. 
19336—Portsmouth Cotton: Oil Refg. Co. vs. D. L. & W. R. R. et al. 


19533—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. Sou. ey Co. et al. 

19551 (and Sub. 1)—Rome Soap Mfg. Co. vs. I. & W. R. R. et al. 

19642—Elberton Oil Mills vs. Virginia & Car. , m4 R. R. et al. 

19838—Frederick Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. M.-K.-T. R. R. et al. 
September 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Davis: 

Finance No. 4818—Application of Chesapeake & Ohio Ry. for au- 
thority to construct lines of railroad in Mingo, Wyoming & Ral- 
eigh counties, W. Va. 

Finance No. 5161—Application of Guyandot & Tug River R. R. for 
authority to construct a railroad in Mingo and Wyoming counties, 


W. Va. 

Finance No. 6067—Application of Virginia & Western Ry. for au- 
thority to construct a line of railroad in Wyoming and Mingo 
counties, W. Va. 

September 19—Oklahoma City.—Examiner Maidens: 
9800—Hale-Halsell Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
September 20—Chicago, Ill_—Examiner Howell: 
oe Poultry, Butter and Egg Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. 
- R. eta 
September 20—New York, N. Y.—Examiner Barron: 
18725—The Ceramic Traffic Assn, vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 


September 20—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Examiner pinteene: 
19467—Baker-Hanna-Blake Co. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. et al. 


Sept. ~ aeaamee D. C.—Commissioner Meyer and Examiner 


18715 Baltimore Chamber of Commerce vs. A. A. R. R. et al. 


September 20—Ft. Wayne, Ind.—Examiner Williams: 
9666—Brocks Construction Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. 


September 20—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Boyden: 

Valuation No. : ee re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Mo. Pac. R. R. et al. 

Valuation No. 410—In re tenative valuation of the property of the 
Arkansas Central R. 

Valuation No. 818—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Natchez & Southern Ry. 

Valuation No. 957—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Natchez & Louisiana Ry. Transfer Co. 

Valuation No. 967—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Coal Belt Electric Ry. 

Valuation No. 970—In re tentative valuation “ the property of the 
Union Ry. (Memphis, Tenn.), et al. 


September 21—Keokuk, Ia.—Examiner Johnson 
1. & S. 2953—Moulding sand, from Dallas City, Ill., to Burlington 
and Keokuk, la. 


September 21—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 
8420 (and Sub. 1)—Standard Battery Mfg. Co. vs. K. C. S. Ry. et 
al. (Further hearing.) 
I. = S. No. 2958—Stock cattle from Wichita, Kan., to Kansas City, 
an. 
September 21—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiner McChord: 
l. & S. 2915—Barrels, half-barrels or kegs, from Chicago, Ill., to 
Montgomery, Ala. 
September 21—St. Paul, Minn.—Examiner Boat: 
— Section Application No. 13168, filed by M. St. P. & S. S. M. 
y 
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y of the GHIPMENTS under through bills of lading 


are moved across the border with utmost 
expediency; movement to final destination is 
resumed without delay, once shipments are 
cleared through customs house. 


urgh & 








y. ¥ ° 
. Customs Agencies 
The National Railways of Mexico maintain official cus- 
ern ter- toms agencies at El Paso, Eagle Pass, Laredo and Browns- 
ville, Texas, which are fully equipped to handle all 
shipments. The employment of these agencies affords 
8 prod- many advantages, particularly in billing all customs and 
incidental charges including importation duties to be 
Classi- collected at destination. 
South- > ° 
aw Fast Freight Service 
j All import freight receives prompt and careful attention; 
y. is forwarded to destination on daily fast freight trains. 
2. et al. 
- ? For Complete Information 
7 Communicate with 
_&W F. P. De Hoyos, Gen. Agt. G. B. Aleman, Gen. A 
xs . 1515 Penn Bldg. 2195 Ry. Exch. Bide 
New York City St. Louis, Mo. 
x. Re. F. N. Puente, Gen. Agt. A. Horcasitas, Com. A; 
441 Monadnock Bldg. 414 Whitney Bank Bide: 
- R. RB, San Francisco, Calif. New Orleans, La 
. et al. 
R. H. E. Chenoweth, Com. Agent 
Marquette Building 
P. Ry cago, Ill 
1, Laredo to Mexico City . . . 53 Hours El Paso to Mexico City . . . 107 Hours 
rT Eagle Pass to Mexico City . . 67 Hours Brownsville to Mexico City . 69 Hours 
ushers’ 
a NATIONAL RAILWAYS OF MEXICO 
n. B 
. et al. 
* ly the R 
3 
4 “Exact ly the Reports 
or au- 39 
& Ral- e e€e 
R. for 
unties, * * BS] 99 
or au- 
Mingo 


SERVICE  . 






&R 
Rendering traffic service to industry, large and small, for 
the last twenty years and producing a publication recog- 
miner nized as the authority on traffic matters in the United 
al. States, the Traffic Service Corporation long since arrived 
at the point where it stands alone as a dispenser of correct, 
intelligent, and prompt traffic service. 
pe Watching for happenings in Washington vital to the interests 
of the 4 = * 
of our clients, making ourselves their eyes and ears, so to 
see i speak, and furnishing individual, daily reports by letter or 
oe wire as desired, is one branch of its varied service. 
of the 
of the Scores of the most prominent traffic managers are finding 
this service indispensable. If you have to do with traffic 
ngton you need it. Write for particulars to— 
ty. et The Traffic Service Corporation 
City, 


Service Department 
310 Mills Building Washington, D.C. 





& S. 2925—Canned goods from Tellico Plains, Tenn., 
_eee" Ala. and Tenn. 
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Fourth Section Application No. 835, filed by Great Northern Ry. 
* Fourth Section Application Nos. 834, 836 and 837, filed by Great 
Northern Ry. 

September 21—Hutchinson, Kans.—Examiner Brown: 
9431—Grovier-Starr Produce Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. et al. 
19814—Hutchinson Paper Co. vs. C. R. I. & G. Ry. et al. 

September 21—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hays: 

Val. Dkt. No. 1021—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Maryland and Pennsylvania Railroad Company et al. 

ae ee a 21—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Brennan: . 

1. & S. 2932—Transit on logs and lumber from northwestern points 
to eastern destinations, transcontinental. 

September 21—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner Williams: 
9665—Alexandria Paper Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

September 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hendon 

* Valuation No. 969—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 

G. H. & H. R. R. (further hearing). 

September 22—Wichita, Kans.—Examiner Brown: 
9039—Arkansas City Sand Co. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et + 
— Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. 

y. eta 

September 22—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner a 
19089—Live Stock Traffic Assn, et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 

Coptomber 22—Minneapolis, Minn. pe ee Ber Brennan: 

amble Robinson Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. 
19604 (and Sub. 1)—Carpenter Oil Co. vs. A. T. é S. F. Ry. et al. 

September 22—Tampa, Fla.—Examiner Fuller: 
9705—Southeastern Sand and Gravel Co. vs. A. a i = RB. 

Soptemter i 23—Galesburg,, Ill.—Examiner Johnson 
9508—Galesburg Horse & Mule Co. et al. vs. A. “T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

September 23—Richmond, Ind.—Examiner Williams: 
9743—Swayne, Robinson & Co. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 

September 23—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Brennan: 
19780—Cargill Commission Co. vs. Andrew W. Mellon, Director Gen- 
eral of Railroads, as Agent, operating the Great Northern Ry. 
19536—Independent Fruit Co. et al. vs. C. & A. R. R. et al. 

September 23—Lakeland, Fla.—Examiner Fuller: 
19543—Home Building ‘Supply Company vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

eptember 23—Montgomery, Ala.—Examiner McChord: 

i. & S. 2916—Restriction in routing on live stock from A. C. L. R. R. 
stations in Fla. 

September 23—New Bedford, Mass.—Examiner Barron: 
19788—New Bedford Board of Commerce vs. A. & W. 

September 23—Wichita, Kans.—Examiner Brown:, 
9659—The Coleman Lamp & Stove Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

Copter 24—Wichita, Kans.—Examiner Brown: 

. & S. 2964—Brooms from the Middle West to South Pacific Coast 
* territory. 

September 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Brennan: 
19817—Drake Marble & Tile Co. et al. vs. Sou. Ry. et al. 

September 24—Ocala, Fla.—Examiner Fuller: 

18276—W. Luffman & Sons vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 
September 24—Ogden, Utah—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 
sary 26—Ft. Smith, Am. —Examiner Maidens: 
- & S. 2947—Potatoes, C. L., from Montana points on Gt. Nor. F 
* Nor. Pac. Rys. to points in Transcontinental Groups D and E 

September 26—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Brown: 

* 1. & S. 2968—Restriction in routing traffic from defined Sepeantes 
for export to Mexico via the Fort Worth & Denver City Ry. 

September 26—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Macomber: 

* Valuation No, 1029—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Union Transportation Co. 

September 26—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiner Johnson: 

1. & S. 2946—Iron and steel articles from Upper East Bank Missis- 
sippi River Crossings to Des Moines, Fort Dodge and Perry, Ia. 

September 26—Jacksonville, Fla.—Examiner ae: 


5614 (and Sub. 1)—Elberta Crate Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. (fur- 
ther hearing). 


19738—Cummer Lumber Co. et al. vs. Y. & M. V. R. R. et al. 
September 26—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner McChord: 


P. R. R. et al. 


to points in 
19767—L. A. Jones, Inc., vs. A. B. & C. R. R. 


September 26—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Howell: 
19390—Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. A. T. & " 
19452—Agar Packing & Provision Co. et al. vs. 
19596—-St. Louis Independent Packing Co. vs. 3 & & ¥ 
19425—Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. C. & Y. 
19469—-Swift & Co. et al. vs. A. C. ; A 
19515 (and Sub. 1)—Cudahy Brothers Co. vs. 
19598—Lake Erie Provision Co. et al. vs. N. Y._ 

19614 (and Sub. 1)—Allied Packers, Inc., et al. vs. 

Ry. et al. 
19769—Armour & Co. (Ill.) et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 
19802—Armour & Co. et al. vs. B. & Ar. R. R. et al. 


September 26—Washington, D. C.—Assistant Director Burnside: 
Finance No. 6229—In the matter of application of Pitsbturgh & West 
Virginia Ry. for authority to construct an extension of its line of 
railroad from Cochran’s Mill to Connellsville, Pa. 


Coptonster 26—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Brennan: 
9702—Minneapolis, Anoka and Cuyuna Range Ry., 
Burch, receiver, vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 


September 26—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 


19212 (and Sub, 1)—Oklahoma Wheat Growers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. & 
S. Ry. et al. 


September 27—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hendon: 
Valuation No. 1025—In re bs tg 72 valuation of the property of the 
Gilmore & Pittsburgh R. R., 
September 27—Minneapolis, Minn. ns Brennan: 
17876—In the Matter of the Application of the Northern Pacific Ry. 
and Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Ry., for authority 
to establish joint passenger train service between Duluth, Su- 
perior, St. Paul and Minneapolis and to divide the earnings there- 
from (further hearing). 
September 27—Birmingham, Ala.—Examiner McChord: 
9807—Alabama Packing Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
September 24—Portland, Ore.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 


Edward P. 
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September 28—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiner Johnson: 


a Moines Board of Trade et al. vs. D. M. & C. LR» 
e 


I. & S. 2963—Proportional rates on grain from Des Moines, Ia, 7) 
Points in Texas, 
September 28—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walton: 
Valuation No. 1030—In re tentative valuation of the property Of the 
Wharton & Northern R. R. 
September 28—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 
l. & S. 2961—Hay between points in Texas, and between points j 
Texas and paints in Arkansas and Louisiana. 
vere 29—-Kansas City, Mo.—Examiner Brown: 
* 1. & S. 2956 (and ist supplement)—Grain products between point 
in Western Trunk Line territory. 
Seen 29—Florence, Ala.—Examiner McChord: 
ae en Shoals Traffic Bureau for King Co. vs. A. T. & 3 
19774—Muscle Shoals Traffic Bureau for Harlan-Payne Lumber Co, 
vs. Nor. Ala. Ry. et al. 
September 30—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Brennan: 
9646—Gopher State ’Canneries, Ine., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
aw 30—San Francisco, Calif.—Director Bartel and Examine 
ce: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 
October 1—Sioux Falls, S. D.—Examiner Johnson: 
19150—All Metal Snow Fence Co. et al. vs. A. & W. Ry. et al. 
October 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Faris: 
* Valuation No. In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Denver & Rio Grande R. R. et al. 
October 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hays: 
Valuation No. 1023—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Washington Terminal Co. 
October 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Potter: 
Valuation No. 1028—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Sandy Valley & Elkhorn Ry. 
October 3—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Johnston: 


Valuation No. 1035—Iin re tentative poaetone of the properties of 
the St. Louis, Troy & Eastern R. R. Co. et al. 


Omar 3—Virginia, Minn. ee Brennan: 
19501—John Arko et al. vs. A. &S. F. Ry. et al. 


October 3—Ft. Worth, Tex. pombe: Money and Esch: 
47000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 8—Cottonseed, it prod- 
ucts and related articles. 
Il. & S. 2820—Vegetable Oils and related articles in Official Classi- 
oe territory. 
. & S. 2759—Cottonseed and related vegetable products from South- 
western territory to Central,, Eastern and Southern territories, 
-&S8&. —. aoe a Oils and Oil Foods from Texas to Ft. Wayne, 
“Ind., and Buffalo, N. Y. 
& S. 2926—Vegetable Oils in Official Classification territory. 
Selita semeeneame Linseed Co. vs. B. 
14683—Spencer Kellogg & Sons vs. R. & P. Ry. et al. 
15425—International ee Oils &o. et al. vs. & R. R. R. et al, 
incl. )—Armstrong , oF Co. vs. A. 


16300 (and Sub. Nos. to 3, 
& S. Ry. et al. 

a peated Assn. of Chicago Heights vs. B. & O. R. R. 

17270 - Sub. 1)—American Linseed Co. et al. vs. N. Y. S. & W. 


R. et al. 
17339—C. F. Simonins’ Sons vs. C. I. & W. R. R. et al. 


17457—Humphreys-Godwin Co., Inc., vs. A. & S. Ry. et al. 
sa > anes Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. 


al. 
18979 'Texas Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. & R. R. R. 


solie hetesetata Cotton Oil Refining Co. vs. C. B. & S. *. * - al. 
18841—Alabama Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. L. & N 


18890—Lever Bros. Co. vs. B. & A. R. R. et al. 
18935—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & S. R. R. et al. 
9 apammeanene Cotton Seed Crushers’ Assn. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. 


et al. 
19088—The Blanton Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 
19141—The Refuge Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. A. & V. By. et al, 
19162—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. I. C. R. R. et al. 
19165—The Procter and Gamble Mfg. Co. vs. A. & B. *B. R. R. et al. 
19169 (and Sub. a Ginners’ and Crushers’ 
Assn. et al. vs. Apache Ry. et al. 
wee Cotton Seed Products Corp. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. 


19964 The Procter & Gamble Co. vs. 4 & §. Ry. at al. 
19245—The Procter & Gamble Co. vs. B. & 9. R. et al. 
19270—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. Pe A. R. et al. 
19307—National Cotton Seed Products Corp. ay "A. & N. W. R. R. 


et al. 
19325—The Southern Cotton Oil Co. vs. A. & “3 R. B 


19336—Portsmouth Cotton Oil Rete. Co. vs. D. 
19533—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. 

19551 (and Sub. 1)—Rome Soap Mfg. Co. vs. C. I. & W. R. R. et al. 
19642—Elberton Oil Mills vs. Virginia & Car. Sou. R. R. et al. 
19838—Frederick Cotton Oil Co, et al. vs. M.-K.-T. R. R, et al. 


October 3—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 

19708—Armstrong Packing Co. vs. A. & V. Ry. et al. 

19674—-Dallas County, Tex., et al. vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
October 3—Chattanooga, Tenn.—Examiner McChord: 

19748—Ross Meehan Foundries vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. et al. 

1. & S. 2911—Ground Iron Ore and Mortar Colors, carloads, from 
Birmingham, Ala., Chattanooga, Tenn., and Knoxville, Tenn., to 
Southern points and O. & M. River Crossings. 

October 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Corbitt: 

Valuation No. 1034—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Long Fork Ry. 

October 4—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Macomber: 

Valuation No. 1037—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
East St. Louis Connecting Ry. 

October 4—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Walsh: 

19803—Lone star Gas Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 

= D a Sub. 1)—Magnolia Petroleum Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
e ; 


et al. 
& W. R. R. et al. 
vs. Sou. OK Co. et al. 


October 5—Houston, Tex.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 

October 5—Knoxville, Tenn.—Examiner McChord: 
19146—Knoxville Freight Bureau et al. vs. Sou. 


Portions Fourth Section Applications No. 1563, 1575, rare, 1479, 1747, 
1837, 3965, 2045, 1952, 1561 and 1548. 
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Wabash car shops at De- 
catur, Ill. One reason why 
Wabash equipment gives 
perfect service. 


At right—The locomotive 
repair shops at Decatur. 
75 locomotives are ‘turned 
out each month. 





Above—The great new 





In 1926 the high state of Wabash 
efficiency was shown by its record of 
42.5 freight car miles per day, and its 
splendid record of car mileage per loco- 
motive failure—105,000 miles for pas- 
senger and 130,000 miles for freight. 


Behind this exceptional record is a 
vast plant of many units. One is the 
new steel car repair shops in Decatur, 
Illinois, completed last year. 
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A Vast Plant 





Behind Wabash Service 
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Another is the Decatur Locomotive 
Shops to which a large addition was 
made late in 1926. This shop is equipped 
to turn out 75 engines with classified 
repairs per month. 


These new modern and up-to-date 
shops, typical of the vast mechanical 
plant behind Wabash service, offer ad- 
ditional reasons for the popularity of 
‘Route Your Freight Wabash.” 


Wabash Railway 


SERVING SINCE 1838 





ST. LOUIS DETROIT 


BUFFALO DES MOINES TOLEDO 


KANSAS CITY CHICAGO 
OMAHA 
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October 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Brinkley 
Valuation No. 1046—In re tentative valuation Ne the property of 
the Chicago & Western Indiana R. 
October 6—Washington, D. C.—Examiner O'Neill: 
Valuation No. 1055—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Philadelphia, Bethlehem & New England R. R. 


October 6—Columbus, Ga.—Examiner Fuller: 
19822—Columbus (Ga.) Chamber of Commerce vs. Inland Waterways 
a Nee Miss.-Warrior Servicé and Warrior River Term- 
nal Co. et a 


October 6—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
1. and S. No, 2855—Cotton from Gulf, Mobile and Northern stations 
to New Orleans, La. 
ar” Yana Orleans Joint Traffic Bureau et al. vs. G. M. & N. R. R. 
eta 
1. and S. No. 2907—Granite, stone and marble, carloads, in New 
England territory. 
18635—In the matter of the application of the Great Northern Ry. 
for an order requiring the Northern Pacific Ry. to grant the Great 
os Ry. the use of certain terminal facilities at Seattle, 
ash. 
October 7—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Way: 
Valuation No. 1045—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Belt Ry. of Chicago and Chicago, Peoria and Western R. R. 


October ea at Washington, D. C.: 
I. and S. No. 2778—Crushed i. ~ from Kansas City, Mo., to points 
in Kansas on C. R. I. & P. Ry. 
18908—Clay County Crushed Rock Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
19002—-Thomson Brothers Rock Co. et al. vs. Santa Fe et al. 
1. & S. No. 2761—Bananas from Gulf Ports to points in southern ter- 
ritory and to Ohio River Crossings. 
October 8—Popular Bluffs, Mo.—Examiner Walsh: 
19482—East St. Louis Cotton Oil Co. et al. vs. B. & O. R. R. et al. 
October 8—New Orleans, La.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—-Rules for car-hire settlement. 


October 8—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Fuller: 
19658—George C. Speir & Co., Inc., vs. V. S. & P. Ry. et al. 
a ey — 1)—International Vegetable Oil Co. vs. A. C. L. 
~ ee OC Bl 
* = (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 8, incl.)—W. D. Hall vs. A. C. L. R. R. 
et al. 
* 19493—George C. Speir & Co., Inc., vs. M. & O. R. R. et al. 
* 19618 (and Sub. 1)—Malone & McMillen, Inc., vs. S. A. L. Ry. 
* 19757—George C. Speir & Co., Inc., vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 


October 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hendon: 
Valuation No. 1053—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Minnesota Transfer Ry. 


October 10—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Walter: 
Valuation No. 976—In re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Alabama, Tennessee & Northern Ry. 


October 10—Atlanta, Ga.—Examiner Fuller: 
lL. & S. 2938—Rules governing weighing and reweighing of loaded 
and empty cars and tolerance allowance in the southeast. 


October 11—Atlanta, Ga.—Director Bartel and Examiner Rice: 
17801 (and consolidated cases)—Rules for car-hire settlement. 


October 12—Washington, D, C.—Examiner Walton: 
Valuation No. 1044—In re tentative valuation of the properties of 
the Arkansas & Memphis Ry. Bridge & Terminal Co. 


October 12—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
—— Slaughterers’ Traffic Assn. et al. vs. N. Y. C. 
> ee OS SI. 
— —_ Sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 3)—Swift & Company et al vs. Santa 
e et al. 
17411 (and Sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 3)—Kennett Murray Livestock Buying 
Organization et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. et al. 


Cuore a teta, Ga.—Commissioner Woodlock and/or Examiner 

attingly: 

* 17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 3, Cotton. 

* 18390 (and Sub. Nos. 1 to 10, inclusive)—Arkansas Cotton Growers’ 
Co-operative Association vs. A. & R. R. R. “a al. 

* 18570—Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. vs. & R. R. R. et al. 

* 18883 (and Sub. 1)—M. H. Reed & Co. vs. A. & = Ry. et al. 

* 18932—Corporation Commission of Oklahoma vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


et al. 
* Fe Sree Cotton Association vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


et al. 

* 419211—State Docks Commission vs. Southern Ry. et al. and at Gulf- 
port, Miss., on the day following termination of hearing at Atlanta. 

* October 31—Los Angeles, Calif.—Commissioner Woodlock and/or 
Examiner Mattingly: 

* 17000—Rate Structure Investigation, Part 3, Cotton. 

* 18390 (and Sub. Nos. 1 te 10, inclusive)—Arkansas Cotton Growers’ 
Co-operative Association vs. A. & R. R. R. ‘ al. 

* 18570—Mississippi Railroad Commission et al. vs. & R. R. R. et al. 

* 18883 (and Sub. 1)—M. H. Reed & Co. vs. A. & s Ry. et al. 

* 18932—Corporation Cemmission of Oklahoma vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


" et al. 
* 19180—California-Arizona Cotton Association vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 


et al. 
* 19211—State Docks Commission vs. Southern Ry. et al. 
October 13—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18183—Rates on Bituminous Coal from points in Illinois to East St. 
Louis, Ill., switching district. 
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17994 (and Sub. No. 1)—Perry Coal Company et al. vs. Alton ¢ 
Southern et al. 

18268—St. Louis Chamber of Commerce vs. Alton & Southern et a), 

October 14—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 

16323 (and Sub. Nos. 1, 2 and 7 County Milling Company 
et al. vs. Butler County R. R. et al. 

16721—Central Railroad Company of New Jersey vs. New York, 
New Haven & Hartford R. R. et al. 


October 15—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
9200—Railway Mail Pay (In re New England Lines). 


October 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiners Marchand and Brinkley; 
Val. Dkt. No, 1008—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Southern Pacific Co. et al. 
Val. Dkt. No. 209—In re Arizona Eastern R. R. et al. 
Val. Dkt. No. 300—In re Arizona & New Mexico Ry. 
Val. Dkt. No. 848—In re El Paso & Southwestern R. R. et al. 
Val. Dkt. No. 850—In re El Paso & Southwestern R. R. of Texas. 
Val. Dkt. No. 852—In re El Paso & Northeastern R. R. 
Val. Dkt. _ 865—In re El Paso & Southwestern Co. et al. 
Val. Dkt. No. 905—In re Nevada-California-Oregon Ry. 
Val. Dkt. No. 931—In re Northwestern Pacific R. R. et al. 
Val. Dkt. No. 205—In re Holton Interurban Ry. Co. 


October 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Weems: 
—— oe _ 1)—American Hawaiian §S. S. Co. et al. vs. Erie 
. et al. 


October 17—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Fuller: 
19557 (and _—— 1)—Chicago Gravel Co. vs. Indiana Harbor Belt 
R. R. et al. 
October 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Corbitt: 
Valuation No. 1042—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
St. Louis Transfer Ry. 
October 17—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
13110—The Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Co. vs. Peoria & Pekin 
Union Railway Co. 
8819—West Coast Lumbermen’s Association et al. vs. B. & A. R. R,, 
Director General et al. 
15044—Pacific Mutual Door Co. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. et al. 
October 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Johnston: 
Valuation No. 1040—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
Manufacturers’ Jct. Ry. 


October 18—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
18357—-Nassau Lumber Company et al. vs. Long Island R. R. 
11889—Port Arthur Chamber of Commerce and Shipping vs. Texar- 
kana & Ft. Smith Ry. et al. 
1. & S. 1304—Interchange switching of lumber and timber at Port 
Arthur, Tex. 
ee Petroleum Refiners’ Association vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. 


al. 
18818 National Petroleum Association vs. Aberdeen & Rockfish R. 
R. et al. 
October 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Hays: 
Valuation No. 1038—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
East St. Louis Jct. R. R. 
October 19—Argument at Washington, D. C.: 
es ge ‘ Barker Produce Company et al vs. Arizona Eastern 
et a 
18811 (and Sub. No. 1)—Texas Pacific Coal and Oil Company vs, A. 
T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
18991—Flynn, Welch and Yates vs. A. T. & * F. Ry. et al. 
19032—The Jewel Company, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. et al. 
October 20—Argument at Washington, BD. C.3 
a o & New Mexico Coal Operators’ Assn. vs. Santa Fe 
et al. 
18677—Illinois Supply Company vs. Southern Ry, et al. 
18755—The Burger Brothers Co. vs. Akron & Barberton Belt R. R. 


et al. 
19027—The Liberty Glass Company et al. vs. Le. & Ark. Ry. et al. 


October 21—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Money 
14935 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and ae etiotee - for and on 
behalf of Nissley Creamery Co., vs. A. &S. F. Ry. et al. 

October 21—Argument at Washington, D. a: 

18207—-The Cliquot Club Company et al. vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 

bas eae Mineral Water and Beverage Assn. vs. B. & O 

. R. et al. 

18779—The Ulster and Delaware R. R. Co. vs. N. Y. C. R. R. et al. 

19286—Blanchard Lumber Co., Inc., vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. 
October 22—Argument at Washington, m Ce 

18307—-Marvil Package Company vs. Norfolk Southern R. R. et al. 

18569—The Vineland Basket Co. et al. vs. Penna. R. R. et al. 

18426—Federated Metals Corporation vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. et al. 
18611—National Association of Hat Manufacturers, Inc., et al., vs. 
Alabama & Vicksburg Ry. et al. 
18904—Vacuum Oil Company vs. A. C. L. R. R. et al. 
October 24—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Potter: 

Valuation No. 941—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
New Bedford Martha’s Vineyard and Nantucket Sbt. Co. 

Valuation No. = re tentative valuation of the property of 
the Hartford & N. Y. Transportation Co. 

Valuation No. 1054—In re tentative valuation of the property of the 
New England Steamship Co. 

October 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Direcor Mahaffie: 

Finance No. 6409—Joint Application of Great Northern Pacific Ry. 
and Spokane, Portland & Seattle Ry. for authority to the first- 
named company to acquire control by lease, and to operate the 
railroad of the latter company; to issue capital stock and as- 
sume certain liabilities. 
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The knowledge of Industry’s requirements and 
ability to meet them through character service 
is an important factor in your determination of 
a location. 


With an experience obtained through over forty 
years of constant contact with such problems, 
we have provided the necessary facilities which 
enable us to render such service. 


Character Service, Chicago rates applicable to 
and from all locations, direct connection and 
interchange arrangement with all trunk lines 
makes a location on The Belt Railway Company 
of Chicago comparable with one served by ail 
railroads entering Chicago. ; 


Our aim is to render helpful assistance and toward 
that end we place ourselves unreservedly at your 
disposal. 


J. F. HOGAN, Vice President J. H. BROWN 
Dearborn Station Traffic and Industrial Manager 


Chicago Dearborn Station 
Telephone Harrison 3690 ' Chicago 
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Manufacturing Sites and Buildings 


CHICAGO DISTRICT 


AT LOW RENTALS 





Best 


Ice 


LOCATED IN 


A Modern Industrial Center Planned Especially 
For Warehouse and Factory 
















Private Switchtrack from Belt Railway of Chicago 
Universal Less' Than Carload Service In and Outbound 
Chicago Rate Basis 
Open Shop Labor Conditions 
Low ‘Taxes 
Sewers, Water, Gas, Electricity and Paved Streets 







The Clearing Industrial District is now prepared to rent fenced in switchtrack 
property of any size with watchmen service for the storage of contractors equip- 
ment and miscellaneous materials for outside storage with locomotive crane 
service available at reasonable rates. 


RESPONSIBLE CONCERNS ARE INVITED TO INVESTIGATE 


WILL BUILD TO SUIT ON LONG TERM LEASE, OR 
PURCHASE CONTRACT 


The Clearing Industrial District 


OF CHICAGO 
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FACTORY LOCATIONS 


FACTORY BUILDINGS 
FACTORY LOFTS 


We Can Furnish Your Requirements 
for a Factory 


Manufacturing and warehouse facilities 
offered in New Jersey will lower your 
taxes and other overhead costs, which 
means increased profits. Low insur- 
ance rates, low rents and modern build- 
ings. Direct water and rail connections 
which eliminate trucking for C.L. or 
L.C.L. freight. Good labor market and 
other economic advantages. 


YUCVCTONE WARFHNIIS 


Write Us for Further Information 


BAYWAY TERMINAL 


25 Church Street New York City 
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ewater Terminals 
d 


Allied Inland Warehouses 


BOSTON 


BOSTON TIDEWATER TERMINAL, Inc. 
J. M. Hoffman, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. 
666 Summer St., Boston 

Adequate, modern dockage facilities, direct 
rail connection all railroads —direct dis- 
charge ship to cars and cars to ship—storage 
direct from ship — no transfer or trucking 
charge. A mile of berthing space — Piers 
100 feet wide. Open storage 

for lumber, pig iron and 

similar bulk cargoes. 


BUFFALO 


KEYSTONE WAREHOUSE CO. 
Seneca and Hamburg Streets 
Buffalo, N. Y. 

W. J. Bishop, General Supt. 


t ul 
sale ont retail districts. Served by 


entering Buffalo, in- 
steamers 


acilities, 


PHILADELPHIA 


PHILADELPHIA TIDEWATER 
TERMINAL 
G. M. Richardson, Gen. Mgr. and 
Treasurer 
10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia 


Berths for 15 largest ocean cargo carriers 
—2 reinforced concrete and steel fireproof 
warehouses—over one million sq. ft. covered 
storage space available — Lowest insurance 
rates — Exceptional facilities for handling 
both general and bulk cargoes — No light- 
erage — Railroad storage yard 500-car ca- 
pacity — Tracks extend entire length all 8 
piers — 25 acre yard adjacent to piers for 
storage and distribution of lumber. 


NEW YORK 
ATLANTIC TIDEWATER TERMINALS 
G. W. Green, V. P. & Gen’l Mgr. 
17 State St., New York 

Two modern fireproof doubledecked piers, 1320 {t. 
long, 150 ft. wide—located foot 58th St., Brooklyn— 
within free lighterage limits, affording shipments via 
all railroads—slips 260 ft. wide—Quicker docking and 
undocking, faster arrival and departure. Best labor 
conditions—Faster loading and discharging—Lese 
stevedoring costs, No lighter or barge detentions— 

No 1 truck No pling—Maxi- 

mum dispatch. roof storage di- 


transfer —— 
age and handling charges. 


PHILADELPHIA 


MERCHANTS WAREHOUSE CO., 
10 Chestnut St., Philadelphia, Pa. 
Snowden Henry, Supt. 
Eleven mammoth warehouses, with 
floor area of 1,300,000 square feet, 
served by Penn. R. R. sidings. Larg- 
est operators of public warehouses 
in Philadelphia. Equipped to fur- 
nish any kind of service incident to 
handling of package freight on L. 
C. L. shipments. Low insurance. 
Liberal advances on stored goods. 


NORFOLK 
NORFOLK TIDEWATER 
TERMINALS, INC. 
J. A. Moore, Manager, 
Norfolk, Va. 
Three piers, each 1300 ft. long—4 open 
bulkhead berths—8 warehouses with 2,200,- 
000 sq. ft. space— Warehouses served by 
depressed tracks and concrete drives. 
Receiving, delivering and classification 
yards have over 4,000-car capacity — Every 
modern device for rapid and economical 
handling, all classes of cargo— Forty 
acres open storage space for lumber, metals 
and ores. No lighterage. Served by Nor- 


folk’s eight Trunk Lines. 





NEW YORK 
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° e The above means great money saving to you. Read carefully —then direct 
S h ip p ers: your freight to be delivered to these solenitd terminals, ona wenciamnes. 


All structures are concrete and steel, completely er goctostad, affording greatest safety 
and security with lowest possible insurance rates. Our gle Unit Po of adm tion under a 
management specializing in the operation of terminal and warehouse facilities insures uniform stand- 
ards of service to vessels and shippers alike. Our service costs no more — why pay as much for less? 

Write or telephone the company nearest to you and our rates and arrangements will be promptly 
furnished, together with descriptive illustrated folder. 


HARVEY C. MILLER, President 
319 Commercial Trust Building, Philadelphia, Pa. 
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thich aide 
THE GLOBE 


AILING under the American flag, freight services 
operated for the United States Shipping Board, 
comprising 24 lines and more than 300 ships, leaving 
from Atlantic Coast, Pacific Coast and Gulf Ports for 
ports in the United Kingdom, Irish Free State, Con- 
tinental Europe, South America, the Orient, Dutch 
East Indies, Australasia, India and Africa, have aided 
materially in opening up new markets for merchandise 
and giving added impetus to the foreign trade of 
hundreds of progressive American shippers. 





Passenger Services. Included in the 
services are the speedy passenger vessels || 
of the United States Lines sailing from | 
New York to principal European ports, 
also the American Merchant Lines 
ships which sail weekly between New 
York and London carrying a limited 
number of passengers at remarkably 
reasonable rates. 
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AMERICA FRANCE LINE 
Cosmopolitan Shipping Co., Inc. 
42 Broadway, New York City 
North Atlantic ports to French 
Atlantic ports 


AMERICAN 
AUSTRALIA ORIENT LINE 
Swayne & Hoyt, Inc. 

430 Sansome St., San Francisco, Cal. 
Pacific Coast portsto Australia, New 
Zealand, China, Japan, Philippine 
Islands and Straits Settlements 
AMERICAN DIAMOND LINES 
Black Diamond S. S. Corp. 

67 Exchange Place, New York City 
North Atlantic ports to Rotterdam, 
Holland, and Antwerp, Belgium 
AMERICAN DIXIE LINE 
United Gulf S. S. Co., Inc. 
Whitney Central Bank Bldg., 
New Orleans, La. 


New Orleans and Texas ports to 
United Kingdom and Irish Ports 


AMER. WEST AFRICAN LINE 
A. H. Bull & Co., Inc. 

40 West Street, New York City 
North Atlantic and Gulf ports to 
westcoast of Africa,including Azores, 

Canary, and Madeira Islands 


For complete information on either freight or passenger services 
as to rates, ships, dates of sailing, etc., write to 


UNITED STATES 
SHIPPING BOARD 


Merchant Fleet_ 
Corporation. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


AMER. MERCHANT LINES 
J. H. Winchester & Co., Inc. 

17 Battery Place, New York City 
Passenger and freight services from 
New York to London, England; 
freight only from North Atlantic 
ports (excluding New York) to east 

coast of United Kingdom ports 

AMERICAN INDIA LINE 
Roosevelt S. S. Co., Inc. 

16 Beaver Street, New York City 
North Atlantic ports to Indian ports 
ATLANTIC 
AUSTRALIAN LINE 
Roosevelt S. S. Co., Inc. 


16 Beaver Street, New York City 
New York to Australian ports 


Periodically the above two lines 
combine on an around the world 
service via the Suez Canal. 


GULF BRAZIL 
RIVER PLATE LINE 
Mississippi Shipping Co., Inc. 
Hibernia Bank Bldg., 
New Orleans, La. 


Gulf ports to Brazil and River Plate 
ports, east coast of South America 












GULF WEST 
MEDITERRANEAN LINE 
Tampa Interocean S. S. Co. 

919 Whitney Building, 

New Orleans, 

Gulf and South Atlantic ports to 
Portuguese, Spanish, and North Af- 
tican ports (west of Bizerta) 
MISSISSIPPI VALLEY 
EUROPEAN LINE 
Mississippi Shipping Co., Inc. 
Hibernia Bank Building, 

New Orleans, La. 

New Orleans to French Atlantic and 
Belgian ports 
MOBILE OCEANIC LINE 


Waterman S. S. Corp. 
Mobile, Ala. 

Mobile and Eastern Gulf ports to 
United Kingdom and continental 
European ports 
AM. ORIENTAL MAIL LINE 
Admiral Oriental Line 
1519 Railroad Ave., South 
Seattle, Wash. 

Puget Sound ports on Pacific coast to 
China, Japan and Philippine Islands 
AMERICAN PALMETTO LINE 
South Atlantic Steamship Line 
Bay Street, East, Savannah, Ga. 
South Atlantic ports to United 
Kingdom and continental European 
ports 
AMERICAN PIONEER LINE 
Atlantic Gulf & Oriental S. S. Co., Inc. 

17 Battery Place, New York City . 
North Atlantic and Gulf ports to 
China, Japan, Philippine Islands and 

Dutch East Indies 
AMERICAN PREMIER LINE 
United Gulf S. S$. Co., Inc. 
Whitney Central Bank Bldg. 
New Orleans, La. 
Gulf and South Atlantic ports to 
French Mediterranean, west coast 
of Italy, Adriatic, Greece, Levant, 
and North Africa (east of Bizerta) 


YANKEE LINE 
Rogers & Webb 
110 State Street, Boston, Mass. 
North Atlantic ports to German 
ports 
AMERICAN REPUBLICS LINE 
C. H. Sprague & Son, Inc. 

33 Broad St., Boston, Mass. 
North and South Atlantic ports to 
Brazil and River Plate ports, east 

coast of South America 
AMERICAN SCANTIC LINE 
Moore & McCormack Co., Inc. 

5 Broadway, New York City 
North Atlantic ports to Scandina- 
vian and Baltic ports 
OREGON ORIENTAL LINE 
Columbia Pacific Shipping Co., Inc. 
Porter Building, Portland, Ore. 
Columbia River ports on Pacific 
Coast to China, Japan, and Philip- 
pine Islands 
ORIOLE LINES 
Consolidated Navigation Co. 
Citizens National Bank Building 

Itimore, Md. 
North Atlantic ports to west coast 
of United Kingdom and Irish ports 


SOUTHERN STATES LINE 
Lykes Bros.-Ripley S. S. Co., Inc. 
925 Whitney Central Building 

New Orleans, La 
New Orleans and Texas ports to 
German and Holland ports 
TEXAS STAR LINE 
Lykes Bros.-Ripley S. S. Co., Inc. 
925 Whitney Central Building 
New Orleans, La. 
Texas ports to French and Belgian 
ports 
UNITED STATES LINES 
45 Broadway, New York City 
Passenger, mail, and freight services 
from New York to England, Ireland, 
France and Germany; passengers 
only to Cherbourg and Plymouth; 
passengers and freight to Bremen 
end Southampton 


FREIGHT: SERVICES | 
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LACKAWANNA RAILROAD 


Through Merchandise Service from all Greater New York and 


New Jersey Stations to Principal Distributing Centers Enumerated Below 
Loaded into Through Cars and Dispatched from New York Transfer Without Delay 


TO 
“Binghamton Second Morning 
Buffalo ; ee ee 
Cedar Rapids Sixth 












Chicago Fourth 
Cincinnati y i 
Cleveland Third si 
Columbus Fourth “* 
Cortland Second 
Councit Bluffs Sixth 
Decatur = 
Des Moines i i 
Detroit 

East St. Louis 

Elmira 

Erie 

Fort Wayne 

Fostoria 

Grand Rapids 

Indianapolis 

Ithaca 

Jackson 

Kansas City 

Los Angefes 

Louisville 

Memphis 

Milwaukee 

Minneapolis 

Muncie 

Nashville 

Omaha 

Oswego 

Peoria Fourth Morning 
Pittsburgh Third 
Port Huron “ : 
Portland Thirteenth “* 
Rochester Second “* 
ew =e TRANSFER 
Saint Louis 

Saint Paul Sixth 

San Francisco Fourteenth‘ 
Seattle Thirteenth ‘' 
"Scranton Second “* 
South Bend Fourth 
Spokane Eleventh “ 
Syracuse Second 
Toledo Fourth 
Toronto Third 

Utica Second 


°*Firsl Morning from New York Pieis and Hoboken Cily. 


The foregoing diagram has proved of ines- 
timable value to the Trade, showing as it does 
what the Lackawanna Railroad is doing in the 
way of assembling shipments into through 
cars for the destinations named. 


Advantages: Quick service, advance infor- 
mation to agents concerning location of ship- 


FROM 
Ampere Corresponding Service 
Boonton given to shipments loaded 
- ll to the platforms of connect- 
oe a ing roads destined to points 
aiee 6 Shore Railroad beyond those named herein. 


Similar service is effec- 
tive via Lackawanna from 
Philadelphia and other 
Reading Railroad points, 
also. from points on the 
Central Railroad of New 
Jersey, via Scranton, Pa., 
Transfer; also from Boston 
via Boston & Maine-Dela- 
ware & Hudson and Bing- 
hamton, and via New York, 
New Haven & Hartford and 
Port Morris, N. J. 


Daily passing reports in 
the possession of all Lacka- 
wanna Agents enable imme- 
diate and complete infor- 


Sth St. i 
ene ll mation to customers. 


Not Necessary to Designate Any Special Station, 


Pier or Train. 


Simply Route “LACKAWANNA” 


ments, facilitation of tracing; prompt turn- 
over of investment. 


If any other locality is interested in move- 
ment of 10,000 Ibs., or more, of merchandise 
per day from New York, Metropolitan District, 
the Lackawanna will consider inauguration of 
through merchandise car therefor. 


LACKAWANNA AGENCIES ST. PAUL 
601 Merchants Bank Building 

BOSTON DETROIT NEWARK SAN FRANCISCO 

80 Federal Street 1st National Bank Bldg. 786 Broad Street 823 Monadnock Bldg. 
BROOKLYN EASTON, PA. NEW HAVEN SCRANTON 

$2 Court Street 402 Nerthampton Street 39 Church Street Lackawanna Station 
BUFFALO INDIANAPOLIS NEW YORK CITY SEATTLE 

Lackawanna Terminal 410 Guaranty Building 302 Broadway 1312 L. C. Smith Bldg. 
CHICAGO KANSAS CITY PHILADELPHIA SYRACUSE 

111 West Jackson Blvd. Railway Exchange Bldg. 1362 Finance Building Lackawanna Station 
CINCINNATI MILWAUKEE PITTSBURGH i$ TOLEDO 

4th National Bank Bldg. 1316 Majestic Building 503 Park Building 1404 2nd National Bank Bldg. 
CLEVELAND MINNEAPOLIS ST. LOUIS TORONTO 

310 Park Building Metropolitan Life Bldg. 112 North 4th Street 1602 Royal Bank Bldg. 








560 THE TRAFFIC WORLD Vol. XL, No. 11 Septe 










SSCRRR 
: i wa i SS = 
WX ’ ia 


The Chesapeake & Ohio Railway with its 2656 miles of 
line, its mighty locomotives, ample siding facilities, mod- 
ern freight sheds and strategetically located terminals is a 


main artery of trade and transportation for that busy sec- 
tion of America between the Great Lakes and the Atlantic. 


Dedicated to Serv 


Manning these mighty physical properties is a veritable 
army of men and women, alert both day and night, har- 
moniously working together with both brain and brawn, 
and welded by ambition and by pledge to the end that 
their railroad may ever be— 


Che Road of Service 


-Chesapeake-&-O 


RAILWAY 
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Gay new capital of an international summer 
playground is this new 


Prince of Wales Hotel 


in the Canadian Rockies, adjoining 


| Glacier National Park 


Mail Coupon 
ESEEBEBERBEERSEREEEREEES 
A. J. Dickinson 
Passenger Traffic Manager 
Great Northern Railway 
St. Paul, Minn. 
I am planning a trip to 










Waterton Lake, site of this magnificent new hotel, is half 
in Canada and half in the United States, thus effecting a 
partnership in the Great Outdoors for two friendly nations. 


Witt lemve.................. Ee 
Please quote through fares on the 
Oriental Limited or other Great 
Northern Trains. 


Low Round Trip Summer Fares 


are now in effect to Glacier Park, Montana, Gateway to Glacier 
National Park and the Prince of Wales Hotel in the Canadian 
2 nies ee eaaann Rockies, and to the Pacific Northwest. 


Go this Summer on the Oriental Limited 


de luxe service—no extra fare. Send for booklets. 


Great Northern Railway 


A system over 8000 miles in extent affording fast freight service between the 
principal trade centers of the Great Northwest 
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SOUTHERN PACIFIC LINES 
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os UNITED STATES r 
Z OUISIANA corn has a lower percentage of United States. Dr. Dodson speaks from a knowl- ® ® 
Z te water than the corn of any of the northern edge gained from many years’ experience in the | w 
rt 3 or western states. It therefore stands ex- study of corn cultivation. O- oo 
cm 5 Lace get wd be sooner, and thereby com- “Louisiana corn,” says Dr. Dodson, “is thor- 5 a 
Ba Sa hig a _ oughly sun dried and when. ready for the market sc Sr 
ZEZS It is both interesting and gratifying to learn contains 12 to 15 per cent of water, the driest corn 2 met 
as ae from so excellent an authority as Prof. R. W. in the United States. This dryness gives Louisi- i 
ae ae Dodson, Dean of the Louisiana College of Agri- ana corn its special advantage in European mar- a mM 
me Oo culture, that Louisiana is sending to Europe the kets, as it is the principal factor in preventing 7 © 
@ > best quality of corn that goes there from the deterioration in ocean shipments.”’ 
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